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1. INTRODUCTION 
Ever since George W. Bush was inaugurated in 2001 for his first period as president of The United 
States of America, he has been the centre of attention. Due to the conditions under which he was 
elected, he has had to struggle to show his worth as leader of one of the most powerful and 
influential nations in the world. The media has been especially attentive and observant of his every 
move, and has not been late to comment on and criticise his actions. It is exactly Bush’s seemingly 
lack of ability to react properly on certain matters, and being too dependant on an inner circle of 
people who guide him, that has been at the centre of the media’s criticism. However, according to 
the American people, Bush has risen to the occasion and shown his worth.  
 
Various political polls showed that his popularity was higher than ever in 2004, and his agenda was 
more than ever influential on the American people. Even the media had to admit that it was getting 
harder to find any signs of weakness and insecurity to the president, and more than ever, he seemed 
to be determined as to which way to direct the USA. As a result of this, Bush became highly 
respected and acknowledged for his resolution, and TIME Magazine even appointed him Person of 
the Year 2004.   
 
When Hurricane Katrina swept across the southern parts of the USA in September 2005, no one 
doubted that this was truly a disaster. The government declared the regions in a state of emergency, 
and everyone expected immediate action on rescuing the distressed. However, the rescuing 
established by the government was heavily criticised, and accused of being too slow and 
unorganised, and at times Bush seemed more or less indifferent and powerless towards the whole 
situation. This gave the media a reason to return to their criticism of Bush, and yet again rumours of 
him being dependant and unable to react on his own flourished. The circumstances above give the 
basis for our hypothesis, which is that there has been a change of discourse on Bush in the media and 
therefore 
 
We want to take a closer look at how the discourse on George W. Bush expresses itself in TIME 
Magazine, and how the discourse has changed after Hurricane Katrina. 
 
This we will do by means of two articles, respectively by Matthew Cooper and Nancy Gibbs/John F. 
Dickerson. We are aware that these articles will be time snapshots, and by that not representative of 
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the entire media discourse on Bush. However, we do believe, by having read many other articles on 
Bush, that other journalists did write similar articles during that period of time, which assures us that 
the articles we have chosen are not by any means outstanding. We acknowledge that a number of 
other circumstances, besides Hurricane Katrina most likely have contributed to this change of 
discourse. However, by investigating articles in the period of time before and after Hurricane 
Katrina, it seems like we can pinpoint this event as the conclusive turning point in the change of the 
discourse.  
 
The fact that we have selected TIME Magazine instead of USA Today or another American 
newspaper, has been a conscious and deliberate choice. TIME Magazine is a widespread and 
international magazine, which is very popular and read by many people world-wide. Furthermore it 
is a weekly magazine, which gives the writers more time to produce the articles, and thus gives the 
writers time to reflect and be thorough on the topic which they treat. 
 
1.1 Method and Structure 
The Critical Discourse Analysis theory of Norman Fairclough will be the predominant theoretical 
foundation of this project. Specifically it will be from his book Language and Power (1998). It is the 
theories from this book we will employ on our case studies, Dipping His Toe into Disaster and 
Person of the Year. We find this book relevant for our project as the theories are intended to be used 
on texts that deal with politics and power relations, and it will serve as a backbone for our analysis. 
However, since our case studies fall within the field of media texts, we have furthermore found it 
necessary to consult another of Fairclough’s theories, namely from his book Critical Discourse 
Analysis (1995). This theory will be used to make sure we deal properly and adequately with our 
choice of texts, and furthermore be used to add another perspective to our predominant theory, in the 
sense of dealing with media texts as our newspaper articles are. 
 
Since Fairclough’s theories to a large extend are based on the grammatical features in texts, but only 
in short terms describe these features, we have found it necessary to supplement Fairclough’s 
theories with a more directly approach to functional grammar. This is done by means of Else 
Barlach’s grammar theory book Call English (1998), which has been essential in our grammatical 
understanding of Fairclough’s theories, whenever his own grammatical explanations seem 
insufficient. 
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Since our main focus of this project is merely linguistic, we will concentrate our analysis around the 
first stage, description, in Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis. The second and third stage 
interpretation and explanation have a more sociological focus, which has no significant relevance in 
connection with the focus of our project. However, we will employ the feature of presuppositions 
from the interpretation stage of the theory on our articles, since we find it relevant for our project. 
The reason we find presuppositions more relevant than the other features from the interpretative 
stage, is that it is like vocabulary and grammar, mainly rooted in the actual text. Furthermore 
presuppositions are relevant as they reveal a great deal about an underlying ideology of a text and 
thus also the overarching discourse.   
 
To make sure we get around all aspects of Fairclough’s theory in Language and Power, we have 
chosen to follow the procedure for description which Fairclough himself presents, and which focuses 
on vocabulary, grammar and textual structure (Fairclough, 1998:110). We are aware that we may 
not be able to find all features described, in both our texts, but following the procedure will give us 
assurance that we have investigated the texts thoroughly. Furthermore, we have chosen to only 
briefly present the theory at the beginning of the project, and then explain the theory more 
thoroughly, as we work our way through the two articles Dipping his Toe into Disaster and Person 
of the Year.  
 
Respectively we will investigate Dipping his Toe into Disaster and Person of the Year with a focus 
on the experiential, relational and expressive values of vocabulary, commencing with a investigation 
of the experiential, relational and expressive values of grammar. After this we will look at what 
connective values are used in the articles, focusing on how sentences can be explicitly or implicitly 
linked together to different ideological outcomes. This chapter will also look at how the importance 
of a clause can be signalled by its placement in a complex sentence and how and to what purpose 
this is used in our two articles. After this we will be looking into the metaphors used in the two 
articles and what they can tell us about our hypothesis. Following this, will be our chapter on 
presuppositions and their significance for the understanding of the underlying messages of the texts, 
and finally will be the chapter on media discourse wherein the use of quote and the representation of 
a subject by the writer will be discussed in connection with the general discourse of the articles.   
 
This investigating analysis will take us to the point where we are able to compare the two texts, and 
by that the change of discourse that we state has happened, hopefully will emerge. 
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1.2 Why We Are Not Analysing Word for Word 
It is unfortunately impossible to analyse every sentence from the two articles, taking into 
consideration the time available and our limitation of pages. A close analysis of every word would 
take up hundreds of pages, but we believe it would not yield a different conclusion, since the 
examples from the two articles that we do analyse, present the same ideology as the rest of the 
respective articles conveys. The examples that we use in our analyses are chosen from a criterion of 
technical relevancy, meaning that when e.g. writing about experiential grammar we have been 
looking for an event sentence in order to match the theoretical guidelines that we are following. 
However, regardless of which type of sentences one may look for, they are all locally consistent. We 
have not made ideologically motivated omissions from neither the Person of the Year nor Dipping 
his Toe into Disaster article, but have chosen sentences that we believe to be representative. 
 
Since we are not making a word-by-word analysis of the articles, one might argue that we should 
have simply limited ourselves to just a few paragraph instead of such relatively long texts. However, 
in order to find proper examples of all the theoretical aspects of our analysis we needed more than 
just a few paragraphs, and although we have not analysed every single word in the two articles, we 
have in fact used the whole of both, as the grammatical and vocabulary features we were looking for 
were dispersed all over the texts.  
 
1.3 Why We Only Use Parts of Critical Discourse Analysis Theory  
The breadth and scope of Critical Discourse Analysis makes it possible to use a wide number of 
academic disciplines that in combination with each other are supposed to increase the understanding 
of the given discourse, but the possible perspectives of an analysis are in theory endless. After the 
description level of close textual analysis, there is interpretation and explanation, two levels 
demanding immense research where all spoken language, written language, sociological empirical 
data, literary history, statistics and all other varieties of discourse could potentially be included. The 
ever-increasing ambition of Critical Discourse Analysis, and the numerous causal factors influencing 
discourse, necessarily and inevitably limit all investigation within the field. 
 
The few times we use concepts from the level that Fairclough distinguishes as interpretation, e.g. 
assumptions or presuppositions, is as stated because we believe that they are particular relevant for 
our project. However, the limitations for that part of our analysis is our reduced knowledge of what 
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assumptions we think an American reader might approach the articles from TIME Magazine with. 
At this point we can only verify the method of analysing, while the actual assumptions we find in the 
text may be heavily influenced by our European context.  
 
This project uses Critical Discourse Analysis as operationalised by Fairclough, but without going 
beyond the discipline of socio-linguistics. We are therefore not looking at larger contexts such as 
social or institutional structures, and it is not in our interest to transcend linguistic analysis or to 
include a judgement on the validity of the theories. Instead we intend to learn and apply the theories 
through detailed examination and analysis, thereby showing awareness of linguistic issues and 
discoursal developments. This is not an amputation of Fairclough’s theories or a disregard of the full 
scope of the Critical Discourse Analysis approach, but a realistic limitation imposed to the 
limitations of our project and more importantly, experience. 
We aspire to develop our analytical skills with the intention of achieving an awareness of 
methodology and theory. 
 
1.4 Why We Do Not Use the Entire Person of the Year Article 
The first article that we found was Dipping his Toe into Disaster, which contains the critical voice of 
political commentator Matthew Cooper, explaining what George Bush did wrong and how he 
seemed to be in the eyes of the public. It was unquestionably an article worth analysing, with 
numerous metaphors, characterisations and descriptions. However, when looking for an appropriate 
article from before Hurricane Katrina, it became difficult to find something that would focus as 
much on Bush as a person as Dipping his Toe into Disaster did, and one that would have an 
appropriate length. Finally, we discovered Person of the Year which is also heavily charged with 
characterisations, evaluative statements and opinionated declarations. Unfortunately, it has been 
necessary to limit our perspective on the Person of the Year article since it is seven pages longer than 
Dipping his Toe into Disaster. This omission could have an influence on our analysis, making it miss 
some points in terms of intertextuality and textual structures. Nevertheless, we still believe to be 
making a valid Critical Discourse Analysis that uses the two articles, as snap-shots of their time, and 
the linguistic structures representing discourse have a nature of omnipresence that will pervade even 
though we only look at a part of the text of Person of the Year. In effect, the relation of the semantic 
constituents expressing a certain value or opinion indirectly should be evident every single sentence. 
Had we had sufficient time and space it would have been interesting and useful to have done a 
quantitative analysis as well, wherein we could seek out the discoursive tendencies in a larger 
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number of texts. But as it has been stated above, we have found the quality of our analysis to be 
more relevant than the quantity, and thus we have sufficed with making a statistical analysis where 
we have applied the theories of Critical Discourse Analysis that Fairclough has operationalised in 
Language and Power on the two articles.  
In the following we will be giving a brief introduction to the theory we will be using throughout the 
project
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2. INTRODUCTION TO THEORY 
Texts are not simply products of a sender who has embedded a certain message intended for a 
receiver, but a representation of a complex set of rules and influences which are sometimes visible, 
but most often not. The theory of Critical Discourse Analysis makes it possible to disclose the 
underlying values and ideologies of a text, and our starting point is a guide to Critical Discourse 
Analysis by Norman Fairclough found in his book Language and Power.  
 
2.1 Basic Overview of Critical Discourse Analysis 
Before going into the details of Fairclough’s theory, a basic overview of Critical Discourse Analysis 
would be appropriate. The first part of the name for this type of analysis, the word ‘critical’, implies 
careful investigation of a given area, but its use in the context of this theory, requires the analyst to 
observe the invisible relations between people expressed in language. The reader therefore not only 
has to be critical of his subject of investigation, but also of his own context. The language, institution 
and society in which the reader finds himself, are also part of this over-arching structure that requires 
critical consideration. The subject of analysis, the discourse, consists of activities which produce 
meanings, such as spoken and written language, visuals and non-verbal communication such as 
gestures (Fairclough, 1995B:54). The act of analysis, the actual investigation is constituted by 
reflection, comparison, exploration and categorisation. 
 
Discourse is all around us, whether we are looking at the esoteric language of a scholarly report, the 
imperative appeals to consumerism in advertising or the exchange of words performed in a dialogue. 
In all of these instances of discourse, there are certain underlying rules, and each of these are in turn 
dependent on the social context in which the discourse takes place. A dialogue between a parent and 
a child is different from a political speech, both in terms of ideology, power relations and usage 
words. An important part of Fairclough’s theories is that he looks at discourse as a social practice 
where various aspects of the social interact in a dialectic relationship, thus shaping and being 
constitutive of each other (Fairclough, 1995B:54). 
 
2.2 Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis 
As stated above Norman Fairclough belongs to the branch of Discourse Analysis called Critical 
Discourse Analysis, which is designed to make it possible to unveil what content, values and 
ideologies can be found in a text. Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis is a systematic, linguistic 
approach to analysing texts, and it has a particular focus on formal features such as vocabulary and 
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grammar. Texts, in this connection, has to be understood in the broadest sense, as both written texts 
and ‘spoken texts’. What defines this approach to Discourse Analysis as critical, is its centre of 
attention that language is highly important in the production and maintenance of power and social 
relations, and furthermore the Critical Discourse Analysis theory seeks to uncover the unequal 
relations of power in society (Fairclough, 1998:1-2). This in opposition to Discourse Analysis in 
general which merely has its focus on the social structuring of language, and the different genres and 
styles of texts.  Fairclough, however, wishes to complement the two different approaches, since he 
believes one cannot truly understand the full effect of language, if not looking at both the linguistics 
and social aspects of texts (Fairclough, 2003:2-3). 
 
Now that we have given a brief introduction to Discourse Analysis and Critical Discourse Analysis, 
we will be looking further into Fairclough’s definition of Critical Discourse Analysis and the 
different stages and features that he divides it into.  
 
2.3 Stages of Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis 
Fairclough distinguishes between three different stages of Critical Discourse Analysis (Fairclough, 
1998:26). The first stage is description, which is concerned with the formal features of the texts, 
such as vocabulary and grammar. This is also the stage which is the predominant and main focus of 
this project. In the following section we will explain in more detail the contents of this stage. 
 
Second stage is interpretation, where intertextuality and members’ resources play a major part. This 
stage is concerned with the relationship between text and interaction. It has to do with the belief that 
nothing new comes into a discourse. No matter what, one will always have preconceived concepts of 
the world that inevitably influence the perception of things. We shall only loosely employ this part 
of the theory on our articles. However we do find it essential to look at one of the features, which is 
presuppositions, since they, as stated, are inevitably and necessary to fully and thoroughly 
investigate and critically analyse our articles.   
 
The third stage, which is explanation, concerns the relation between the interpretation and social 
context. We will by no means employ this stage on our articles, since it goes beyond what we wish 
to investigate in our project. In effect this means that our analysis not rigidly will follow the three 
stage structure, even though Fairclough states that all stages are essential to make a thorough Critical 
Discourse Analysis. However, we will incorporate the crucial elements which are needed.  
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Since we mainly will focus on the descriptive stage of Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis we 
find it appropriate to give a further explanation of this particular stage before we proceed with the 
analysis. 
 
 
2.4 Stage One: Description - Our Main Focus  
This section explains the three different values which are contained within the stage of description. 
Fairclough makes distinctions between which types of values that can be expressed in choice of 
words and grammar, depending on what the producer of a text reveals about himself or society. 
 
1. Experiential value is an indication of how the text producer experiences 
something, without expressing his personal evaluation.  
2. Relational value is the aspect of a text that manifests social relations, e.g. the 
hierarchy of the community and class differences. 
3. Expressive value is when the producer presents his own evaluation of some part of 
reality, thus expressing himself as a subject who has a position within the social 
relations present in society. 
 
Shown diagrammatically the points stated above look as follows: 
 
Dimensions of meaning Values of features Structural effects 
Contents 
Relations 
Subjects 
Experiential 
Relational 
Expressive 
Knowledge/beliefs 
Social relations 
Social identities  
 
(Fairclough, 1998:112)  
 
These three values will be our starting point for our investigation of the articles in question, Person 
of the Year and Dipping his Toe into Disaster. The values will be further and more thoroughly 
explained as we go along, and as we use them practically on our texts.  
 
We have now concluded the introduction and the preliminary explanations to the theory. Now we 
will try to apply these abovementioned theories to our two chosen articles. Before we do this, 
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however we need to explain some of the terms we will be using to describe the different participant 
in the articles we are analysing. In order to do so, we will have to refer to the chapter on Media 
Discourse which is to be found on page 41. This theory, as mentioned above, is not part of the stages 
of description that we will be dealing with in the following chapter, nevertheless terms such as 
primary discourse and secondary discourse are quite usefull when describing an article. 
 
2.5 Introduction to the Terms of Media Discourse 
When dealing with media discourse an important distinction one has to make is between primary 
discourse and secondary discourse, primary discourse meaning the representer (or the reporter 
writing the article) while secondary discourse is the the representee i.e. the person(s)/group etc. 
being represented in the article. These two types of discourse can be either merged or differentiated 
to certain extents depending on what the stance of the article is, which will be more thoroughly 
explained in the Media Discourse chapter on page 41. Now that we have explained these terms and 
established how we will be using them in the project we will commence the analysis part of the 
project. We will be going through the different types of values one by one starting with the 
vocabulary part of them and then proceeding to the grammatical part. Once we have done this we 
will try to give a brief summary of what we have found out in the foregoing chapter, before moving 
on to the next set of values.  
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3. EXPERIENTIAL VALUES 
The meaning of experiential values actually lies within the word itself. It is supposed to tell us 
something about the text producer’s experience and perception of the world.  
The experiential values in a text will tell us something about the producer’s knowledge and beliefs, 
and give us a cue to how the natural and social world are experienced by the producer. These 
features most likely are to be reflected through the producer’s choice of vocabulary in the text, since 
the occurrence of particular words automatically are connected with certain ideologies. Hence, 
looking for these particular words will help us place the texts in question into a certain ideological 
framework.  
 
 
3.1 The Experiential Values of Vocabulary 
An indication of a text being influenced by a certain ideology can be found when analyzing the 
vocabulary of a text. The words used can belong to different discourses of different ideologies, and 
the wording of a text that is shown from a traditional, conservative point of view can be countered 
with an ‘oppositional’ wording. It is not always obvious to deduce which ideology is present in 
every sentence, but the context can be used to influence such lack of clarity. An ideologically 
unclear term or clause can be ‘collocated’ with ideologically uncontestable textual elements, thus 
influenced by them.  
 
The occurrence of over-wording can be an indication to the reader that there could be a degree of 
fixation on certain issues or matters of reality within the text, where the same matter is referred to 
with different terms. When researching over-wording in a text, there are three main meaning 
relations which are useful to focus upon: Hyponymy, synonymy and antonymy. Hyponymy can be 
found when the meaning of one word is included within the meaning of another word, and 
synonymy is the instance of finding words with the same or almost the same meaning, while 
antonymy is a meaning relation of words with the opposite meaning (Fairclough, 1998:113-114). By 
investigating wording in a text, its classification scheme can appear. A classification scheme is an 
organization of discourse types, which Fairclough explains is a particular way of dividing up some 
aspect of reality which is built upon a particular ideological representation of that reality 
(Fairclough,1998:115).  
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In Person of the Year we see an over-wording of the item competition, which is seen through words 
in the text as: arm wrestled, set a political record, run the last race, gamble, victory, the stakes, a 
winning formula, won the race. All are examples of hyponymy, since the meaning of competition 
lies within all the words mentioned.  The ideological standpoint of the text in this regard can be seen 
as one of winning, and Bush being the most achieving president yet to have been elected, and being 
able to perform when needed. This is specifically seen in the following example, where former 
presidents are described as weak presidents in opposition to Bush: Ronald Reagan did it by keeping 
things vague…Bill Clinton did it by keeping things small…Bush ran big and bold and specific all at 
the same time, rivaling Reagan in breadth of vision and Clinton in tactical ingenuity (Person of the 
Year  line 52-55). 
 
Another way to see this, is in the following example, where Bush again is portrayed as a winner and 
extraordinary: Ordinary politicians need to be liked; Bush finds the hostility of his critics reassuring 
(Person of the Year line 46). We see here how the producer’s experiential values are expressed 
through the contrasting statements in the first sentence: the negative statement about the ordinary 
politicians is shown in opposition to Bush, who must then be out of the ordinary. Having a need, 
which is how ordinary politicians are described, implies a desire to find something. Bush is on the 
positive side of this disequilibrium, since he is not in need of anything. Instead, it seems as if he has 
found what ordinary politicians are looking for, since he finds the hostility of his critics reassuring. 
Bush is therefore obviously not an ordinary politician; he is one who finds while others need. 
 
Another sentence that contains a display of experiential values is where Bush is called Leader of the 
Free World (Person of the Year line 49). Apart from being a clear indication of societal hierarchy, 
where Bush is in charge of the United States, we also see a discourse of American superiority. The 
President is not the leader of the western world or the Americans, but the Free World. This 
obviously indicates that the USA and like-minded countries are free, and since the opposite of free 
is negative, the Free World, of which the USA is the leader, is superior to that which it opposes. 
This nearly synonymous terminology dealing with the Free World, which has the positive and 
desirable ideology of democracy as its political foundation, is in fact also part of the experiential 
values of the author.   
 
In Dipping his Toe into Disaster we see a over-wording of the item inability, which is seen through 
words in the text as: Tone-deaf, bubble of isolation, swaggered, slow, long-standing, reluctance, 
weakness, crisis, floundering, stumbled.  Again all are examples of hyponymy, since the meaning of 
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inability lies within all the words mentioned. The ideological standpoint of the text in this regard 
can be seen as one of Bush being defeated and unable of achieving. 
 
An example of antonyms from Dipping his Toe into Disaster is ..he smiled when he should have 
been serious. … swaggered when simple action would have been the right move (line 18-19), where 
smiled and serious are used as words that are in opposition to one another, and just as well with 
swaggered and simple action. The writer could have chosen just to write that Bush was smiling and 
swaggering, but by using the antonyms serious and simple action, and by these words putting into 
perspective what Bush easily could have done instead, Bush’ appearance occur even more 
ridiculous. 
 
Having looked at the vocabulary part of experiential values, we now move on to the grammatical 
part. 
 
3.2 The Experiential Values of Grammar 
The experiential values of grammar concern the grammatical forms of the language, and deals with 
the pieces that make up language, sentences and ideologies. It is remarkable to note how small and 
simple words are loaded with meaning, showing opinions of the subject, what he or she does, 
whether the actions are considered positive or negative and numerous other things. There are a 
number of technical terms necessary for this analysis of the grammatical constituents, and these will 
be explained as we go along. 
  
Process  
The grammatical process and choice of participant type are important to the way a reader 
comprehends the text. Depending on who grammatically is represented as ‘the doer’ of the affairs, 
we as readers can perceive different ideological standpoints. We will mainly look at declarative 
sentences, meaning that we will deal with statements and informative sentences rather than orders, 
exclamations or questions. The structure of a declarative sentence contains a subject (S) and verb 
(V), possibly followed by elements such as object (O), complement (C) and adverbial (A) 1. The 
possible variations of these clause constituents have by Fairclough been subdivided into three main 
                                                 
1
 The constituent denoted by (A) is what Fairclough calls an adjuct (Fairclough, 1998:121), but we have chosen to use 
the term adverbial as proposed by Barlach in Call English (Barlach 1998:17). 
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types of sentences, which each represent a type of process: actions (SVO), events (SV) and 
attributions (SVC) (Fairclough, 1998:121). 
 
Action  
Action sentences (SVO) involve two participants: the subject, which is the agent that acts, and the 
object being acted upon, which is the patient. In Person of the Year we read: George W. Bush (S) is 
about to set (V) a political record (O) (line 15). This example shows Bush himself as having almost 
achieved a political record, a clear and unambiguous statement. It is not something he unwittingly 
acquires, he is active, presented as being about to set, thus earning and deserving what he will 
achieve. An example from Dipping his Toe into Disaster is the conclusion that Bush (S) mishandled 
(V) the storm’s first days (O) (line 2). This second example just as clearly and directly shows Bush 
as the subject, but instead of e.g. accusing the storm of paralysing Bush by its magnitude, and 
thereby presenting Bush as the grammatical patient, it is Bush that is the agent of the active verb 
mishandled, thus presenting him as someone who has actively committed something wrong.  
 
Event  
Event sentences (SV) involve only one participant, and it is a sentence that most naturally answers 
the question What (has) happened? (Fairclough, 1998:122). One of the very few examples of event 
sentences can be found in Person of the Year: pinecones the size of footballs (S) are piled (V) 
around the fireplace (A) (line 5). The reason for this scarcity of event sentences, is perhaps because 
the articles are about Bush in relation to his office, what he does and says, thus there is always a 
subject acting upon an object. Person of the Year presents Bush as having achieved many things, and 
the primary discourse wants to relate all actions to him as subject and the results as objects of his 
acts. Dipping his Toe into Disaster speaks of the many disasters, faults and acts of negligence that 
occurred in New Orleans after Hurricane Katrina, all of which are objects that are the result of 
somebody’s actions. The primary discourse of Dipping his Toe into Disaster ties these mistakes or 
objects to the agents responsible for them (S), so speaking of a blundering subject without an object 
(O) would be a pointless accusation. 
 
An SV-sentence that resembles the event process is what Fairclough calls non-directed action, 
which is a sentence that most naturally answers the question What did the subject do? (Fairclough, 
1998:122). One of the few examples of this can be found in Dipping his Toe into Disaster: Or 
(conjunction) he (S) smiled (V) when he should have been serious(A) (line 17). After having 
established the biggest mistakes in the first paragraph, the primary discourse describes Bush’s 
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appearance. We do not read that Bush smiled to the cameras, or at someone in particular, only that 
he smiled in spite of the gravity of the situation, thus adding to the absurdity of the situation and his 
behaviour.  
 
Attribution  
Attribution sentences (SVC) is a type of sentence that is also limited to one participant, but it 
contains an attribute after the verb that shows a quality of the subject. The attribute is possessive if 
the verb is a form of have, thus attributing a quality or property belonging to the subject. An example 
of a possessive attribute in Dipping his Toe into Disaster is: Bush (S) has (V) a history of 
floundering (C) (line 46), wherein the complement presents a characteristic or quality that Bush 
possesses. On the other hand, a nonpossessive attribute is preceded by other verbs such as be, feel, 
seem and look, creating a relation between the subject and the attribute that does not include 
possession. An instance of this can be found in the same article, when the primary discourse writes 
Katrina (S) was (V) a killer (C) (Dipping his Toe into Disaster line 20), a grammatical process 
whose subject complement is realized by a noun phrase. The past tense of to be ascribes to Hurricane 
Katrina the property of being a killer instead having e.g. the ability to kill, thus making this an 
attribution of a nonpossessive quality. 
 
The clarity of agency 
Another theoretical element is agency, which can either be obvious or obscure, depending on what 
the primary discourse attempts to convey. Whenever reading a text, it is not always simple to see 
who is the active doer of things, which can be an ideologically motivated choice for the purpose of 
not clearly showing causality and responsibility of the concerning matters (Fairclough, 1998:123).  
 
Agency is clear throughout most of the two articles we are investigating, but with some exceptions, 
as the following sentence shows: An ordinary politician tells swing voters what they want to hear 
(Person of the Year line 46). The ordinary politician is not named or identified, he or she remains a 
great blur of mediocrity that Bush outshines in comparison, while the only named persons Bush is 
compared to in the article, are other presidents (Person of the Year lines 52-62). An interesting 
instance of agency can be seen in the other article: the White House slouched toward action. And this 
from a leader who made his bones with 9/11 (Dipping his Toe into Disaster lines 21-22). There is a 
slide of agency going from the White House to the President, creating a compound unit with shared 
responsibility and causality. Hereafter, whenever the White House is being criticised, it reflects 
directly back to Bush. 
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The following paragraph immediately takes advantage of this merger of responsibility between the 
White House and Bush, thus also criticising the President’s hesitation: The White House is very, very 
slow sometimes (line 26). This can lead us to conclude that the primary discourse in Dipping his Toe 
into Disaster deliberately attempts to criticise Bush and therefore takes advantage of causality by 
obfuscating agents. Instead of being about the individuals that have contributed to the mishandling, 
the article ties all mistakes and faults to Bush, making him responsible either as the highest authority 
of the institutions that have failed at their task, or as the one who has hand-picked his employees 
without scrutiny. 
 
Bush is the main active agent throughout the two articles, and this grammatical position is used to 
serve both ends. In Person of the Year he is the active participant achieving many political goals, 
while Dipping his Toe into Disaster shows him as active agent that blunders through a foreseen 
disaster. These purposes are probably the reason why most of the articles are declarative action-
sentences, thereby connecting Bush (S) closely to what he does (O) and accomplishing both an 
appraising, positive article in the case of Person of the Year, and a blaming and disparaging article in 
the case of Dipping his Toe into Disaster. 
 
After having both explained the theory of experiential values and how it functions when applied to 
texts, we can begin to confirm that there is a notable change in the discourse between the two 
articles. By focusing on such things as over-wording, hyponymy, synonymy or antonymy, it 
becomes obvious that the infinitesimal of a text have a great deal to say about the final expression, 
depending on whether they support or contradict the apparent message. The subtlety of the 
experiential values makes them difficult to notice when simply reading the article, while relational 
and expressive values sometimes can be more obvious, particularly when dealing with whole 
sentences as in the following chapter on relational values. 
 
Nevertheless, focusing solely on the experiential values of the two texts has given us a clear 
indication that there is in fact a significant difference between the general discourse in the two 
articles. What will be interesting to see is whether this tendency prevails as we implement the other 
analytical tools on the articles.  After having thus concluded how the experiential values of our 
articles related to our hypothesis, we now turn to the relational values. 
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4. RELATIONAL VALUES 
Whether it be deliberate or unconscious, the choice of wording has an influence on how a text relates 
with its readers. Negative elements can be made to appear less negative, and whole meanings can be 
altered solely depending on the context they are in and the way in which they are presented. 
Formality in terms of etiquette and politeness is another way of creating, sustaining or simply 
influencing relations with the people in question. The examples are legion, but the second paragraph 
of Person of the Year gives us a clear demonstration of how much the vocabulary can be modified to 
match the ideologies of the writers, and in this case the subject of their article, President Bush. 
 
4.1 Relational Values of Vocabulary 
We read that Bush has dispatched 12,000 more troops into battle and that he has arm wrestled 
lawmakers over an intelligence bill, without any mention of how controversial and questionable 
either of these decisions are (Person of the Year lines 11-12). The writers have chosen to focus on 
Bush as a person, instead of judging his actions, so they simply list some of the activities Bush has 
completed, and conclude that he has begun to lay the second-term paving stones on which he will 
walk off into history ( lines 12-13). If they had had ideological disagreements with the president they 
could have written that he had sent 12,000 killers to secure America’s fuel resources, or that the 
intelligence bill is a method for totalitarian reduction of the freedom of speech.  
 
Later in the same article we are told of America’s efforts to plant the seeds of liberty in Iraq ( line 
44), a euphemistic expression of an ideology agreeing with the President. The opposite of this 
formulation would be to say that America has invaded Iraq, and attempts to control the rebellious 
forces in an attempt of cultural imperialism. Instead of criticising the imposition of American values, 
the article speaks of planting the seeds of liberty, showing that the relational values expressed in 
Person of the Year, display a relationship of shared ideologies and beliefs between the writers and 
the president.  
 
Conversely, the use of vocabulary in Dipping his Toe into Disaster in terms of relational values, 
indicates that the writer was not interested in modifying any potentially negative statements about 
Bush. Rather, there is a clear and unambiguous criticism that displays a relationship of a very 
different kind from the one seen in Person of the Year. The writer is in this case, not interested in 
having any association with George W. Bush, as can be seen from the example on line 20: And he 
was so slow. Everyone knew on Sunday morning that Katrina was a killer. The declarative criticising 
  
21
21
statement of Bush’s delayed action, breaks off any potential sympathies there could be between the 
writer and his subject of criticism. This particular sentence will be analysed further in the chapter on 
grammatical values, since the vocabulary choice coincides with a grammatical pronoun. 
 
The critique found in Dipping his Toe into Disaster, focuses on Bush rather than other institutions or 
leaders lower in the hierarchy, but not all of the disapproval has Bush as its direct cause. Oftentimes 
we see how the blame is slightly dispersed, e.g. when it is aimed at  the bureaucracy (line 56) or the 
White House (line 21). Nevertheless, it quickly becomes apparent that these alternatives are 
euphemisms, replacing Bush as the immediate subject of critique, but leaving no doubt that e.g. the 
White House belongs to Bush’s jurisdiction. When a republican congressman is quoted at the end of 
the article saying: The bureaucracy needs to do more than one thing at a time (Dipping his Toe into 
Disaster line 56), he may not himself have wanted to direct this statement at Bush, but the primary 
discourse still presents it as such two lines further down. An influential local context is then 
established, where the reporter follows up the congressman’s statement, with a solution proposed by 
the very same congressman that involves asking Colin Powell to replace Bush and run the relief 
operation. In other words, the primary discourse uses two statements by the congressman which are 
not necessarily connected, and turns the critique of bureaucracy into a euphemism of disapproval 
that is directly aimed at Bush. 
 
When the primary discourse of Person of the Year writes that Bush is about to set a political record 
(line 15) it appears to be a positive event, but the following sentence explains that the record 
mentioned, is actually a lowest ever rating according to Gallup. In other words, the writers speak of a 
very negative thing, using a word such as record, which is loaded with positive connotations, 
making the unwanted slump in ratings appear less negative by using a euphemism. Apart from using 
such words to avoid negative expressions, Fairclough explains that euphemisms are also used to 
substitute unconventional or unfamiliar terms (Fairclough, 1998:117). 
 
As we can see from the above variations of relational vocabulary, much can be expressed about the 
primary discourse or any secondary discourses present, since the use of language displays 
relationships of kinship, power, like or dislike. Proceeding to a more detailed level, we will now look 
at the grammatical aspect of relational values that are similarly rich in content and meaning. 
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4.2 Relational Values of Grammar 
An interesting aspect of the grammatical features of a text, is how the constituents of a clause relate 
to each other, which is frequently also a representation of how e.g. the subject relates to the predicate 
or to another subject. The position and function of subjects and predicates, have much to say in 
regards to relational values, which Fairclough explains as being a representation of social relations 
between people, or between the speaker/writer and the text. In order to analyse the relational values 
of a text, Fairclough proposes three areas of investigation: modes of sentence, modality and pronouns 
(Fairclough 1989:125). 
 
Use of pronouns 
Pronouns such as we or you can be carefully chosen to reflect a certain relational situation, and the 
usage of certain titles, and the choice of first names and surnames also belong to this category. In 
Dipping his Toe into Disaster, for instance, there is an abundance of the pronouns his and he; the 
president literally becomes the third person that the first person and second person are discussing. 
The relation between the writer and the reader is emphasised, which is seen as early as the first line, 
when the readers are asked to consider which moment was the worst, but it becomes even clearer on 
line 20: It made you wonder… The writer here addresses the individual addressee, but excludes the 
president. Later in the article there is an example, where he includes the president in the reflections 
posed, but in this case it is because it reflects poorly on Bush: Everyone knew on Sunday morning 
that Katrina was a killer (Dipping his Toe into Disaster line 25). In this case all three parties know 
of the dangers, but the writer and readers are related in their condemnation of Bush’s slowness, 
while he stands out for knowing but failing to act.  
 
Modality 
Relational modality is different from expressive modality, in the way that it refers to matters dealing 
with authority, thus it is to do with social relations. Regarding modes of sentences, there are three 
further sub-divisions of this feature, which is either declarative, a grammatical question or an 
imperative. The two articles have numerous examples of the first two modes, while the imperative 
sentence seems not to be present at all. 
 
Modes of sentence 
Declarative sentence 
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In order to briefly exemplify the modes of sentence, we can look at a statement from Person of the 
Year which is in a declarative mode: I've had a lot going on, so I haven't been in a very reflective 
mood ( line 10). What we see here, is Bush as a giver of information, and the importance of him as a 
person, reflects the content of the sentence. Furthermore, this particular declaration is not asked for, 
he volunteers this information, and thereby displaying his superiority of power. He is so important 
that the receivers of his statement, the reporter and all the readers, are eager to hear what he has to 
say, even if it is only thoughts about himself. 
 
Another interesting example of the declarative mode can be found in Dipping his Toe into Disaster 
when Bush was …accompanied only by his dog Barney…(line 32). This is a declarative sentence 
whose peculiarity derives from the fact that Cooper does not write that Bush (S) brought (V) his dog 
(DO). The verbal in this case is have been accompanied, which is a past participle with Bush as 
direct object (DO). In other words, Barney the dog, is the one who actively accompanies the passive 
Bush. Instead of taking action, Bush is passively being accompanied. 
 
Grammatical question 
The grammatical interrogative is normally used when asking a question. Fairclough explains: 
asking, be it for action or information, is generally a position of power (Fairclough, 1998:126), and 
it is precisely this that Cooper demonstrates, when he asks the rhetorical question: Was it his first go 
at addressing the crisis Wednesday, when he came across as cool to the point of uncaring? (Dipping 
his Toe into Disaster line 5) What we see here is Cooper’s power to judge how Bush reacted, and 
although Cooper is not asking a specific person for action or information, the rhetorical question is 
aimed at the readers. Fairclough writes that the addressee is in the position of a provider of 
information, and in this case the addressee can provide a judgement on Bush. However, should a 
reader answer this grammatical interrogative, he simultaneously accepts the declarative premise that 
Cooper ironically states in the first paragraph of his article: It isn’t easy picking out George Bush’s 
worst moment last week.  
 
Imperative sentence 
Although there are no direct imperatives in the two articles, it is a noteworthy mode of sentence that 
can help us with our analysis of our articles. In Dipping his Toe into Disaster Bush says: We ought to 
conserve more (line 36) when speaking of fuel shortages caused by the Hurricane Katrina, a 
statement that Cooper concludes appears as a vague option (line 37). Instead of saying turn off our 
air conditioners, the Leader of the Free World uses a declarative sentence that even contains the 
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modal uncertain verb ought to. The imperative mode could in this case have been a useful tool for 
Bush, both in order to assert himself as a leader, and to act as the situation demands.  
This particular quote is furthermore modified by the writer, thus adding another dimension to its 
meaning, and this will be further examined in the following chapter on expressive values. 
 
As seen in this chapter, the detailed analysis of the relational values has helped us to answer our 
problem definition from yet another aspect, showing how the primary discourses relate to the 
subject. It is clear that the respect shown by Nancy Gibbs and John F. Dickerson towards George W. 
Bush, is not shared by Matthew Cooper, and the analytical steps described by Fairclough have in this 
context made us realise e.g. which words allow the writer to use affinity or dislike.  
The grammatical implications regarding relational values are also of importance, especially when the 
reasons for a particular sentiment about a text are unclear. Before learning the terminology of 
Critical Discourse Analysis, it would have been troublesome to explain why certain parts of Dipping 
his Toe into Disaster are negative, but Fairclough allows us to formulate an argument for the 
negative values of an interrogative sentence, thereby making it possible to locate the precise location 
of the disapproval. 
 
However, there are several other ways of looking at a text, which will be elaborated in the following 
chapters, where the expressive values will be used to shed some further light upon the articles. 
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5. EXPRESSIVE VALUES 
Expressive values occurs, when the primary discourse of a text not only reports what has taken place, 
but also evaluates it through his own set of beliefs of what is right and wrong. These evaluations can 
be more or less subtle in the text but are as Fairclough points out very common (Fairclough, 
2003:171)  and therefore important to be able to spot and take into consideration as they are often 
presented as facts instead of only subjective opinions. This gives the primary discourse an implicit 
authority, as he is in a position to present his own evaluations as categorical truths or at least facts of 
a certain degree of certainty. 
 
In the following we will try to give a thorough theoretical explanation of how these values are 
discovered in a text and while doing so try to apply this theory to our texts. Furthermore we will try 
to state what the use of expressive values signifies in our texts.   
 
5.1 Expressive Values of Vocabulary 
When trying to analyse and seek out the expressive values of a text, one has to be aware of the two 
aspect that the expressive values can be divided into a vocabulary part and a grammatical part. To 
begin with we will focus on the vocabulary part and try to give a brief introduction to what 
expressive values words have and how these affect the text in which they are written and it’s 
meaning. 
 
Expressive value in vocabulary is signified by words that express an evaluative statement brought 
forth by the primary, or sometimes secondary, discourse. The evaluative value of a words, can be 
explicit or implicit to differentiating degrees. A very clear example of explicitness this is to be found 
in Dipping his Toe into Disaster on line 9, where Federal Emergency Management Agency director 
Michael D. Brown is described by the primary discourse as being hapless. This is a typical and very 
unsubtle example of expressive wording, where the reader is left in no doubt of the negativity of the 
word. Haplessness is commonly accepted as being a negative feature in a man, and it clearly crosses 
the line between knowledge/beliefs and subjective evaluation. Dipping his Toe into Disaster contains 
many examples of words that have this explicit expressive value. The heading features words such as 
slow, awkward at times tone-deaf and mishandled which are all words that express subjectivity, and 
are quite opinionated. Slow is the only one of the abovementioned that can really be questioned, as 
slowness is not always considered a bad thing, e.g. if a doctor is slow and careful slowness will often 
signify that he is skilled and scrupulous, or if a driver drives slowly in a snowstorm it signals that he 
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is careful. But read in context with the rest of the heading, one is in no doubt as to whether slow is 
meant negatively or positively in its context in Dipping his Toe into Disaster. 
 
In the first paragraph, Bush is further described as having come across as cool to the point of 
uncaring (line 6), and as having sounded astonishingly tone-deaf (line 13). Again cool could be 
perceived as being somewhat ambivalent, because being cool can be seen as a good feature in a 
leader (keeping his head cool in times of crisis etc.), but again the context in which it is used, signals 
a strong negative evaluation from the primary discourse. In Person of the Year there are similar 
examples of very explicitly evaluative words, such as loose and lively (line 8). These words stand in 
some contrast to the otherwise experiential introduction, we as readers have been given to George 
Bush. His office is described as being quite grandiose, with huge pinecones and eagles in the 
Christmas tree and his attire as being pinstriped and well shined, which are all things that can be 
experienced and reported more or less objectively. But his alleged looseness and liveliness, are both 
personality features that is based on a personal evaluation by the author. These two words, as 
mentioned earlier, are somewhat contrastive to the impression the reader is otherwise given through 
the description of Bush’s clothes and surroundings, and of his sternness and authoritative 
appearance. One might argue that they could just as well have been left out had the primary 
discourse not wished to portray Bush as having a loose and lively side as well. On the other hand, 
the loose and lively part does correspond quite well with a great deal of the other things were are 
being told about Bush in Person of the Year. For instance, he is being described as one who has not 
been in a very reflective mood (line 10), and as one who has had  a lot going on (line 10), and many 
of his actions from the year gone by are listed (line 10-12). These are the characteristics of a man, 
who does not spend his time reflecting and contemplating, but rather just acts on his “gut-feeling” – 
in short, a man of action. He ran big and bold it says on line 54 and he is described as having a 
peculiar chemistry of skills and instincts…(line 65) Throughout the Person of the Year article there 
is a general theme of Bush being presented as a man of action, and a man who has instincts rather 
than intellect. This is interesting, as it contrasts very much with the impression we are given, when 
reading Dipping his Toe into Disaster, where there is quite a different overarching theme. 
 
In Dipping his Toe into Disaster, the repeated theme is that Bush and his administration, are 
criticised for not doing anything, or at least not enough. He is described as slow, very very slow, 
tonedeaf, swaggering, weak, vacillating, as being confined in a White House bubble of isolation, as 
acting like Chamberlain and as admitting the response was unacceptable. All of these words and 
labels add up to the ideology that seems to be going through the entire article: that Bush knew, but 
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did not act i.e. the direct opposite as in Person of the Year. In Dipping his Toe into Disaster, he is no 
longer presented as a man of action, but rather as being passive and slow. What was considered his 
forte in Person of the Year and a big part of what made him the Person of the Year is gone in 
Dipping his Toe into Disaster. What made him great is gone. This is interesting, as it clearly shows 
two overarching themes that are extremely different in the two texts, which is a very good example 
of how the discourse on Bush, as a man of action, has changed from before Hurricane Katrina to 
after. 
 
Besides the theme of Bush as man of action or not, there are other metaphorical links within the two 
texts that we might mention before we move on. This sort of intertextuality – within the text, i.e. 
metaphors/words that are used consistently throughout to create a certain discoursal and global 
cohesion – is exemplified e.g. in Dipping his Toe into Disaster where the music metaphor is used 
repeatedly in describing George Bush, and the people around him. Thus the word tone-deaf is used 
twice (line 2 and 13) the term finding his voice is used (line 46), and Laura Bush is described as 
pitch perfect (line 44). All expressions that are taken from a music discourse. In Person of the Year 
there is, as we also mention in the chapter on experiential values and over-wording, a series of 
gambling/sporting metaphors that appear throughout the article. Historic gamble (line 25), hopes 
(line 29), the stakes (line 34) lucky winner and coin-toss (line 60), are all metaphorical expressions 
that are being used to say something about Bush’s presidency. And when looking at these metaphors 
as a unit, one could argue that they contribute to the abovementioned overarching theme of Bush 
being a man of action, who does not spend too much time thinking things over, i.e. he is a gambler 
and one who takes chances.   
  
Now we have covered the explicit form of expressive values in vocabulary. We will therefore turn to 
the implicit aspects.  
 
In Person of the Year there is also an example of a more implicitly stated expressive value in words. 
On line 44 the term to plant the seeds of liberty is used. This sentence has an evaluative that is less 
explicit than in the examples mentioned above. The primary discourse is writing about America’s 
efforts to plant the seeds of liberty in Iraq, and by using the phrase to plant the seeds he expresses 
values that are subjective although broadly accepted among his readers. When one plants a seed, it is 
because one wishes something to grow. If one plants the seed of an apple tree, it is because one 
wants an apple tree to grow. By using this analogy about the introduction of democracy in Iraq, the 
primary discourse has made an evaluation of the situation, and decided to express that liberty is a 
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good thing – a thing worthy of planting a seed of. In an Iraqi anti-American article it might 
alternatively have said something like: America’s effort to force imperialist power upon Iraq, which 
would present liberty and America’s involvement in the situation as negative things, because force 
opposite to planting a seed is negatively charged and thus undesirable. 
 
A very similar example is to be found in the same text on line 22-23, where Bush is described as a 
man, who is spreading democracy in parts of the world where people just don’t believe it can 
happen. Just like the planting-the-seed-of-liberty-phrase, this is an example of how the primary 
discourse uses his knowledge of his readers and their values, to depict Bush in a positive way. The 
primary discourse is aware that democracy is perceived as being the “right” way to govern a country 
among his readers, and thus spreading it must be a good thing. Alternatively and more negatively 
charged, he could have chosen to write that Bush was forcing liberty/democracy upon the Iraqis. 
The important thing to notice in both these examples is that, the liberation of Iraq is described as 
something that is being planted or spread, but never something that is being forced upon the Iraqis 
against their own will.  
 
In Dipping his Toe into Disaster there is example of how the primary discourse is able to use his 
own subjective evaluations of a quotation, to influence the reader’s opinion about the importance 
and sincerity of the quote of the secondary discourse. On line 36 Bush is quoted as having said: We 
ought to conserve more. In the chapter about relational values, we concluded that the quote is a 
declarative statement because of its grammatical features, e.g. an overt subject, and because the 
subject comes before the verb. What we would like to discuss here however, is the alleged vagueness 
of the statement. It is interesting to note that the one of the reasons we find Bush’s statement so 
vague, may be that the primary discourse describes it as a vague option, and as an afterthought. 
Perhaps a pro-Bush writer could have seen this statement as something with a more imperative ring 
to it, and instead have written something like: We ought to conserve more said Bush and thereby sent 
a strong message to the motorists of America. In this context the statement is still a clear declarative 
sentence, but it seems stronger and less vague than it did when Cooper wrote about it. Alternatively 
the writer could just have written: we ought to conserve more concluded Bush, or Bush stated, which 
would also have added weight and substance to the statement. 
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5.2 Expressive Values of Grammar  
The grammar part of expressive value to a large extent concerns modality, i.e. what the authors 
commit themselves to in terms of probability, obligation and necessity. This means that expressive 
values in grammar, are grammatical tools which the author can use in order to reach different 
degrees of authenticity in his claims. These degrees are often reached through the use of the central 
modal verbs, such as will/would, shall/should, can/could, may/might and must, all representing 
differentiated degrees of certainty and probability in a claim. 
 
Below is an overview of the different degrees of certainty implied in the central modal verbs as 
described by Else Barlach in Call English.  
 
Degrees of certainty in modal verbs: 
UNCERTAIN 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CERTAIN 
Might 
May 
Could 
Can 
Should 
Ought to 
Would 
Will 
Must                               
That might be true 
That may be true 
That could be true 
That can be true 
That should be true 
That ought to be true 
That would be true 
That will be true 
That must be true 
(Barlach, 1998:182) 
 
An example of a sentence construction, where the modal verb functions as an expressive 
grammatical feature is to be found in Dipping his Toe into Disaster on line 18-19 where it says: Or 
he smiled when he should have been serious. Or he swaggered when simple action would have been 
the right move. In this sentence the primary discourse uses the modal verbs should and would to 
express what, in the primary discourse’s opinion, is an obligation, i.e. he feels that Bush was 
obligated to have acted in a more serious and determined manner. This is an example of how the 
primary discourse has evaluated the situation, and now expresses his opinion about what should have 
been. Because he uses these two modal verbs, and because he uses them in past tense, it is well 
implied that George Bush did in fact smile inappropriately, and that he did swagger – it is not 
debatable. Neither is it up for debate whether or not the primary discourse’s evaluation is correct or 
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not. Because he uses modal verbs with such a relatively strong degree of certainty, the statement is 
presented as a more or less categorical truth, and not just a journalist’s personal opinion. It could, 
however be changed, so that the degree of certainty and commitment to the truth of the statement, 
rose even higher. Had he changed the modal verb to e.g. ought to instead of should, it would have 
come forth as an even stronger claim, as ought to signifies a stronger and a less subjective argument 
than should does. Ought to is often used when there is a stronger (scientific) argument behind the 
statement – it is no longer merely a question of personal opinion (Barlach, 1998:177). The use of 
would on the other hand, signals a significant degree of certainty in the statement. Alternately, had 
the primary discourse chosen could or even may instead of should, the statement would not have 
seemed as convincing. To exemplify this we will look at the sentence in Dipping his Toe into 
Disaster line 44, where may is used as the modal verb in the sentence. That may be why the white 
house wheeled out… This signals a lesser degree of certainty. It is still a claim, but it is just as much 
a guess. It is still expressive, as it is based upon subjective evaluation of a situation, i.e. the primary 
discourse expresses his own view on why Laura Bush is brought forth by the White House.  
In Person of the Year another example of may as modal auxiliary occurs in the last line where it 
reads: it may be that peculiar chemistry of skills…(line 65). 
 
Once again, we are dealing with a subjective evaluation of a situation, and yet again the may makes 
it seems less certain than if the primary discourse had written for instance it must be that peculiar 
chemistry of skills…,in which case the primary discourse would have been 100% certain of his claim 
and his evaluation. This form of certainty is exemplified in Dipping his Toe into Disaster, where it 
says: a gesture that must have sounded astonishingly tone-deaf…(line 13). In this case the author 
uses the modal verb with the strongest degree of certainty, which makes this statement come as close 
to being presented as a categorical truth, as it can when one uses modal auxiliaries. To make a 
statement in which the author 100% commits himself to the truth of it, one must leave out the modal 
verbs. In the following paragraph we will discuss and exemplify how such utterances that commit 
themselves categorically to the truth of the statement are formed.  
 
The abovementioned examples are all concerned with different degrees of certainty that are 
determined by the use of modal verbs. It is, however, possible for a sentence to contain expressive 
grammatical values without the use of modal verbs, and in fact these are the ones with the highest 
degree of certainty. Fairclough calls these categorical commitments of the producer to the truths of 
the proposition (Fairclough, 1998:128). These are the terminal points of expressive modality, where 
the statements are presented as being purely factual. If we exemplify by using the example above, 
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this categorical commitment is reached by transforming the sentence as follows: Or he smiled when 
he was to be serious. Or he swaggered when simple action was the right thing to do (Dipping his 
Toe into Disaster line 19) The modal verbs have now been replaced with simple past tense verbs that 
are used to talk about states or events which occurred in the past (Barlach, 1998:162). 
 
A similar example of this categorical commitment of the primary discourse to the truth of the 
proposition, occurs on line 48 of Person of the Year, where it says it’s an extraordinary politician 
who tries this while holding the title Leader of the Free World. By simply using is in present tense in 
this sentence, the primary discourse refers to a state, which includes the moment of speaking or to a 
universal truth. An alternative to this categorical commitment, is of course the use of a modal verb. 
Therefore the primary discourse could have chosen to write: it must be an extraordinary… or it 
might be an extraordinary… and thereby making the claim seem less certain and less factual. 
Fairclough argues that this sort of modality is very common in newspapers today (Fairclough, 
1995A:56), and after having read the articles, we have to concur. There are several examples of 
subjective opinions being presented as indisputable facts, because the modal verbs have been left 
out, and the simple present or past tense of the verbs have been put instead. In Dipping his Toe into 
Disaster this sort of commitment to the truth is used many times e.g. and he was so slow (line 20), 
This week he was more Chamberlain (line 23) or he swaggered… (line 19). 
 
When comparing our initial hypothesis to the results of our analysis of expressive values contained 
within our two articles, we can conclude that these, also correspond quite well with what we 
expected. The way in which the primary discourses of the two articles uses expressiveness clearly, 
marks a change in discourse in the way Bush is talked about in the media. Expressive values concern 
the subjective beliefs of the primary discourse, and in the vocabulary part we saw how negatively or 
positively charged words often were used to describe Bush, depending on the stance of the primary 
discourse. Words like slow, tone-deaf  were used to present Bush in a negative manner, while words 
like loose or lively were used to present him positively. This chapter also exemplified how a primary 
discourse can use a certain type of discourse within a text, in order to describe e.g. the secondary 
discourse (in this case George Bush). The examples with the music metaphor that is used throughout 
the article, is a good example of this. 
 
Turning to the grammatical part of expressive values, which concerns the use of modal verbs, it is 
very interesting to note how the different degrees of certainty contained within the modal verbs, can 
alter the degree to which the the text is perceived as being truthful, i.e. the relatively big difference 
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must instead of may added to the meaning of the text.  It is also interesting to look at how the 
exclusion of the modal verbs can create a sense of complete commitment to the truth of the 
statement, even though it may be debatable at best. 
 
Now we have analysed our two texts using Fairclough’s three sets of values experiential, relational 
and expressive, and we have found ourselves able to concluded that they all more or less supported 
us in our belief that there has been a change of discourse concerning George Bush. All three values 
had been used by the primary discourses of the article, but as we have demonstrated, they have been 
used in very different manners and to support very different ideologies and discourses. Dipping his 
Toe into Disaster was written within an anti-Bush discourse, and used all three types of values to 
strengthen its points, whereas Person of the Year uses the same values only to strengthen it’s pro-
Bush-discourse.  
 
As we mentioned in the methodology chapter we wished to refrain from making omissions based on 
ideology, i.e. we would not disregard things simply because they did not fit into our presupposed 
conclusion. Keeping this in mind it has to be mentioned that we simply did not find the making of 
ideological omissions to be possible, as we were not able to find any examples of contradictory 
values in the texts. The examples given above are thus not just the examples that best explained our 
stages of theory, but also the bits of text that best represented the overarching discourse of the 
respective texts. 
 
In the next chapter we will try to reveal to what extent and for what ideological purpose connective 
values are used in the two articles.   
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6. CONNECTIVE VALUES 
A further aspect to look for in a text are what Fairclough calls the connective values, which is an 
element that connects parts within a text as well as referring to contexts outside the text itself. We 
will mainly be looking at the type of connective features that function internally, and the overall 
term for these is cohesion. This involves formal connections between sentences made up of 
vocabulary links, and connectors that are connective features creating temporal, spatial and logical 
links between sentences, while ‘reference’ is a cohesive feature involving words that refer to 
sentences located earlier or later in the text (Fairclough, 1998:129-130). 
 
Fairclough mainly focuses on logical connectors since they have influence on the ideological content 
of a text, and in Person Of The Year the first can be found when reading that Eagles rather than 
doves nestle (line 5). The connectors here are the words rather than, showing that the doves have 
been replaced by eagles, which indicates that doves were expected to be nestling in the Christmas 
tree. A similar example is found in Dipping His Toe Into Disaster where Bush is described as having 
acted as a quartermaster rather than empathizing (line 55) In this case you would epect the leader of 
a nation to show some empathy, rather than appearing cold and emotionless.  
 
Fairclough argues that this sort of logical relationships does not always have to be cued by 
connectors such as rather than, nevertheless, but etc. Sometimes the logical connection is implicit as 
is the example in Dipping His Toe Into Disaster line 14-19 where Bush promises to rebuild Senator 
Trent Lott’s house when there are still homeless black citizens trapped in the postapocalyptic water 
world. Here the implicit meaning of the sentence is that it seems odd that Bush promises to rebuild a 
senator’s house rather than saving the black people that are still in dire straits in New Orleans. 
 
The relation between main clauses and subordinate clauses can show what is considered important 
and what is backgrounded, thus displaying an evaluation by the primary discourse. This evaluation 
can either be based on the fact that the primary discourse finds content the subordinate clause simply 
to be saying something that is of little importance. Alternatively the subordinate clause can simple 
say something that the primary discourse presupposes as being factual i.e. it is not unimportant but 
simply wellknown and broadly aknowledged. In the sentence taken from Person of the Year on line 
36: And(conj.) he(S) did(V) it all(O) while conducting an increasingly unpopular war, with an 
economy on tiptoes and a public conflicted about many issues but most of all about him(A),  It is 
probably the latter that applies. i.e. the subordinate clause is relevant, but it is presupposed that the 
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general public agrees with the facts that there was an unpopular war, an economy on tiptoes and that 
people were conflicted about many things including Bush. The main clause (And he did it all) states 
what Bush did thus containing an assertion whereas the secondary clause merely describes what 
went on in “the background” at the time thus containing  presuppositions. The main clause however 
also contains a connective feature: it, which is a pronoun that refers back to something that has been 
described prior to this sentence. In this case it refers to winning big majorities in Congress and the 
statehouses while outshining both Bill Clinton and Ronald Reagan 
 
Another aspect of connective values is the question of what larger scale structures does a text have. 
This aspect deals with the predictable and expected structure and order of articles. We have however 
chosen to omit this aspect from our analysis as we found it impossible to answer due to the fact that 
we are not dealing with the entire Person Of The Year Article. We could make such an analysis of 
Dipping His Toe Into Disaster but it would seem pointless as we would have nothing to compare it 
to and therefore not be able to draw any conclusions concerning it’s effect on the discourse. 
 
 
In the chapter concerning connective values it has become clear to us how the primary discourse can 
use connective words such as: rather, but etc. to create a connection between two sentences and thus 
creating a contrast between them. By creating such contrasts the primary discourse draws a clear line 
between right and wrong in accordance with the ideological discourse in which he is writing, as was 
amply exemplified in Dipping His Toe Into Disaster. We have also seen how the placement of a 
subordinate clause can A)make it seem less important or B)be used to make a presupposition as was 
the case in the example taken from Person of the Year.  
 
In the following chapter we will be looking further into the metaphors of the two texts. Trying to 
expose what the use of metaphors mean to the way the ideology of the discourse is perceived. 
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7. METAPHORS 
A metaphor, in a context of Critical Discourse Analysis, can belong to a variety of different 
metaphors. It is not restricted to be the kind of metaphor that one might know from poetry and 
literature. In general, metaphors are used to represent an incident using terms that belong to another 
area, and it is according to Fairclough especially interesting when it is possible to choose between 
alternative metaphors, since the ideological attachments of a particular text becomes even more 
evident when a particular metaphor has been chosen instead of another (Fairclough, 1998: 119). 
 
7.1 Metaphors in ‘Dipping his Toe into Disaster’ 
As early as from the very beginning, in the headline of the article, we see the first use of metaphors 
with the words: Dipping His Toe Into Disaster (line 1). To dip one’s toe into something usually 
conveys they image of dipping the toe into water. One carefully touches the water with the tip of the 
toe, to get a feeling of the state of the water – is it hot, is it cold, and by this decide how to act in the 
situation. Drawing a parallel between the metaphor and the context in which Cooper uses it, it can be 
said that Bush, as the most important leader should set an example of immediate action instead of 
hesitantly testing the situation with his toe. Bush has had to deal with the crisis in New Orleans, but 
his air of disinterest has caused many of the spectators, including Cooper, to react by showing their 
disapproval. Thus having touched upon the situation half-heartedly and received criticism for it, 
Bush has simultaneously dipped his toe in a political disaster, which is where the ambiguity of the 
title lies. 
  
Furthermore we read that Now he has his own recovery problem (line 3). As a result of Bush not 
reacting pre-emptively before Hurricane Katrina struck, and not reacting fast enough to the needs of 
the inhabitants of New Orleans after Hurricane Katrina struck, the city now has a serious recovery 
problem. It will take years and millions of dollars to rebuild what was destroyed. Furthermore, a 
significant part of the city’s historical neighbourhood was destroyed, and this cultural heritage can 
never be regained. Had there also been done something ahead of time from the government’s side, 
concerning the warnings on the levees that were not strong enough to resist the storm, the city of 
New Orleans would not have had such a serious recovery problem as they do now. Again Cooper 
compares and mixes the two situations, stating that the recovery problem of New Orleans is not the 
only recovery problem, but that Bush has acquired his very own need for recovery, albeit political. 
The people of New Orleans need help rebuilding their entire city and regaining their everyday life. 
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Bush, on the other hand, obviously does not have to rebuild his house and regain his everyday life, 
but instead he has to build up a new trust and confidence of the American people. 
 
To describe the seriousness of the disaster of Hurricane Katrina, Cooper uses the metaphor 
postapocalyptic (line 14). Postapocalyptic refers to the horrible state of condition described in the 
Bible, in which the earth will be after Judgement Day (apocalypse), when everything will be 
destroyed, having left only traces of misery. This metaphor makes the recovery problem of the city 
seem even more serious and hopeless, or maybe even unobtainable. And all this entirely because of 
the lack of reaction from Bush and his administration. 
 
Later in the article Cooper uses the terms Consoler in Chief and quartermaster (line 42), in the sense 
that Bush acted more like a quartermaster than a Consoler in Chief. We are thus reminded of the 
military, since the title Consoler in Chief probably plays on the presidential title Commander in 
Chief, of which Bush was neither. To be in chief of something, is to be in charge of, and responsible 
for something. In this particular case Cooper makes up his own version of the term by using the 
word consoler in connection with in chief, since there is nothing as a consoler in chief in the 
military. Nevertheless that was what was needed when Hurricane Katrina struck New Orleans, and 
why Cooper makes up the word. The inhabitants of the city needed someone who could calm their 
soul and take the responsibility of keeping things peaceful, and not at least console them, and 
promise them that everything would be all right in a matter of time. However Bush did not take on 
this responsibility in the situation. In opposition to consoler in chief he is instead described with 
another metaphor, namely quartermaster2, since Bush seemed to be more concerned with merely 
sending material equipment, rather than to bring emotional relief to the people in New Orleans, 
which seems to provide the image of soul versus material. 
 
Once more the pattern from other parts of the analysis on Dipping his Toe into Disaster shows up in 
this section on metaphors. Again Bush is described as either inactive, or else as active in all the 
wrong situations, however in this case metaphorically. 
 
 
 
                                                 
2
 An officer in the army who is in charge of providing food, uniforms and accommodation. (Oxford Advanced Learners) 
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7.2 Metaphors in ‘Person of the Year’ 
The usage of metaphors in Person of the Year is not as outspoken as in Dipping his Toe into 
Disaster. Nevertheless, there are a few metaphors in Person of the Year, and for example we read in 
line 12-13: …lay the second-term paving stones on which he (Bush) will walk into history. This is a 
metaphor reminding of the American Dream. Bush himself is able to create his own success, and he 
alone is responsible for his achievements, and accountable for his actions that will make him a 
renowned president that will be remembered in future times. Furthermore we read that (Bush)… arm 
wrestled lawmakers for an intelligence bill (line 11). It is a given that Bush did not actually arm 
wrestle the lawmakers, it is instead a metaphor showing Bush as a man who takes action, and who 
does not give up on matters. 
 
This metaphor further adds to the discourse of action vs. thought, as arm wrestling is not something 
you would associate with a President. The primary discourse could alternatively have written that 
Bush argued with or discussed but instead opts to use he metaphor of arm wrestling. This signals 
that Bush is acting rather than thinking or discussing, i.e. quite the opposite of what the dipping his 
toe metaphor in the Dipping His Toe Into Disaster article. 
 
Another metaphor that shows Bush as a man of action is quagmire, in connection to whether or not 
the people in Afghanistan can vote (line 29). The quagmire is a metaphor for the discussions and 
negotiations that other politicians seemed to have been stuck in when it comes to the entire situation 
in Afghanistan. However Bush has been able to get free of the quagmire, and actually take action on 
the issues and help the Afghan people getting the right of voting and thereby introducing them to 
democracy. Once again the pattern from other parts of the analysis on Person of the Year shows up 
in this section on metaphors. Again Bush is described as a man who is active and does all the right 
things, however in this case metaphorically.  
 
The abovementioned differences in usage of metaphors in the two articles could have to do with the 
level of negativity in Dipping his Toe into Disaster. In general there seems to be a certain limit to 
how many negatives things can be said directly, but by means of using metaphors the negative 
criticism can become more subtle and less obvious, but remain outspoken. This goes along with fact 
stated at the beginning of this section, that the usage of metaphors is a possibility to disguise possible 
ideologies within the text. Person of the Year is more positive in its representation of Bush and 
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because of that does not have a need for wide usage of metaphors, and the few metaphors used, then 
only help to boost this positive image of Bush. 
 
Metaphors are used in the two articles to furthermore strengthen their respective arguments. A 
metaphor like dipping his toe signals tentativeness, which corresponds quite well with the 
overarching discourse that runs through Dipping His Toe Into Disaster of Bush as being a passive 
and slow leader.. Whereas the metaphors used in Person of the Year are used to signal the opposite. 
 
After having examined experiential, relational, expressive values and the use of metaphors in our 
articles we now turn to presuppositions. In the following chapter we will be trying to find the 
presuppositions contained within the texts, and discuss how and why these are used, and what effect 
they have on the ideological message of the articles.    
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8. PRESUPPOSITIONS  
According to Fairclough the very foundation of all texts and spoken language, is based on 
presuppositions3 (Fairclough, 2003:55), and he argues that it is inconceivable for human beings to be 
able to communicate without a shared set of presuppositions, i.e. things that we take as given and 
things that form a fellowship of understanding. In other words, the writer assumes that the reader 
knows something about the subject at hand, thus sharing a common referential frame. 
 
In Analysing Discourse (Fairclough, 1995A:55) Fairclough divides these presuppositions into four 
different categories: 1: Assumptions 2: Logical implications 3: Standard conversational implicatures 
and 4: Non-standard conversational implicatures. In this chapter we will explain what these 
different forms of presuppositions are, as we use them for our analysis. To begin with we will look at 
assumptions, which Fairclough has divided into subcategories in order to distinguish between the 
following three types: 
 
- Existential assumptions: Assumptions about what exists 
- Propositional assumptions: assumptions about what is or can be or will be the case 
- Value assumptions: assumptions about what is good or desirable 
 
These shared assumptions are the basis of our common understanding, and without them we would 
not be able to interact through language as we know it. Without them conversation would be endless 
and trite, as we would have to explain every single word and phrase. To exemplify this we will begin 
with some very basic examples of the three kinds of assumptions. Such an example of existential 
assumption can be found in Dipping his Toe into Disaster on line 26, where it says: yet when the 
levees broke after the storm…  The existential assumptions here are that A) the levees were there and 
B) there was a storm. Existential assumptions are generally triggered by markers of definite 
reference, in this case the levee and the storm, and they simply assume what is there, what exists. In 
Person of the Year, this can be seen when it says that the argument over whether his skill won.. (line 
44), which is again an example of how the definite article the is used to signal an existential 
assumption i.e. it signals that the discussion excists and that it is unique and identifiable. 
This may seem superfluous as it is merely stating the obvious, but this type of assumption is 
nevertheless the very foundation of our mutual understanding, and as we will demonstrate later, 
                                                 
3
 We will use the term ‘presuppositions’ when speaking of all four types of implicitness, while we will adhere to 
Fairclough’s terminology (Fairclough 2003:59) for the first implicature which we call ‘assumption’. 
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problems can arise when the primary discourse presents something that does not lie within our basic 
set of common existential assumptions as a fact. Other markers of definite reference besides the are 
for instance: this, that, those and these which is used on line 23 of Person of the Year where the 
secondary discourse refers to these killers, i.e. there are killers.                           
 
An example of propositional assumptions can be found in the same sentence as used above, where 
the words: When the levees broke establish the assumption that the levees were once unbroken, but 
that they are broken now. The adverbial stating that the levees broke after the storm, assumes that 
the breaking of the levees was done by the storm. With these propositional assumptions we no 
longer ‘just’ assume the existence of these different matters, we are also able to make assumptions 
about something that has happened or will happen. Another example of a propositional assumption 
is to be found in Person of the Year on line 24: ..in the hopes that…somehow these killers won’t get 
weapons of mass destruction. The fact that this is based on mere hope, makes the statement uncertain 
and the adverb somehow further increases the likelihood of the subject getting the direct object, 
which thus becomes an assumption on the part of the speaker. Thus the killers (existential 
assumption) will most likely get weapons of mass destruction (propositional assumption). There is 
yet another propositional assumption in this sentence, as it is also presupposed that there are not only 
killers, but killers who are trying to get their hands on weapons of mass destruction. 
               
We now turn to value assumptions which are exemplified in Person of the Year on line 21: 
Managing calm in the hopes that there won’t be another September 11th. In this case, the value 
assumption of the sentence is generated by the word hope. Hope is used to signal that something is 
desirable, and in this case it is combined with the negation won’t thus meaning that it is desirable, 
that there not be another September 11th.  . Other examples of such generators could be signals of 
undesirability, such as threaten or risk, or signals of desirability such as help and chance. However, 
value assumptions do not always have to be generated. Many times the evaluations are implicitly 
contained within a sentence. One could for example easily argue that we, as inhabitants of the 
western world, would not need a generator such as hope, to understand that a repetition of September 
11th would be an undesirable scenario. As explained in the chapter concerning expressive values, 
value assumptions can be more or less explicit. It is possible to achieve a great degree of explicitness 
through the use of negatively or positively charged words, e.g. slow, awkward and tone-deaf 
(Dipping his Toe into Disaster line 2) or extraordinary (Person of the Year line 47), but Fairclough 
argues that value assumptions in texts will more often be implicit than not (Fairclough, 2003:57). 
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Another value assumptions lies within the sentence America’s efforts to plant the seeds of liberty 
(Person of the Year line 33). In the chapter on expressive values, we conclude that the term planting 
seeds is positively charged, as one only plants seeds for what one wishes to grow. By using the word 
efforts, about the process of planting the seeds, the primary discourse makes the value assumption 
that doing this is worth putting in an effort for. To put in an effort is not something one would do, if 
one did not want what the effort brought with it, and the fact that it is described as America’s effort 
and not, say just Bush’s effort makes it even clearer that the primary discourse makes the 
assumptions that A) America is putting in an effort when planting seeds of liberty and B) liberty is 
worth putting in an effort for. 
 
As we have shown by the above examples of the three sub-categories of assumptions, human beings 
use assumptions to create an understanding amongst each other, using them as a framework of 
mutual understanding, but Fairclough points out that these assumptions can also be used to 
manipulate and affect the audiences of a certain media (Fairclough, 2003:60).  
 
In the following we will look closer at how the primary discourses of our two texts use not only 
assumptions, but also the other three abovementioned types of presuppositions in order to express 
certain views and values that correspond with the overall ideology of the their articles. 
 
Dipping his Toe into Disaster does, as mentioned in the chapter on expressive values, contain many 
very explicit valuative words and statements, e.g. slow, awkward, hapless etc., but much of the 
ideology and opinions are hidden by the use of presuppositions. The first example of presuppositions 
is to be found on the third line where it reads: It isn’t easy picking George Bush’s worst moment last 
week. This sentence contains several presuppositions, some more explicit than others. On an 
existential level the sentence makes the assumption that there is a man called George Bush and that 
he has been involved in more than one moment or situation during the past week. By writing that it 
is not easy picking George Bush’s worst moment, the primary discourse further assumes that there is 
in fact a single worst moment, and that there are other moments that can be designated as being 
almost equally bad, i.e. it is not contestable whether or not George Bush’s moments of past week 
were bad, but simply which one was the worst. This can be viewed as both a propositional and a 
value assumption. The fact that the word worst is used, signals a rather explicit value assumption by 
the primary discourse, and when the primary discourse writes that it is not easy to pick, it is 
propositionally presupposed that we as readers of the article, not only agree with the assumption that 
there are several bad moments, but also that it would not be easy for us to pick out which one is the 
  
42
42
worst one. This is a propositional assumption, since it assumes the following: The case is that: A) 
there are several options to chose from and B) it is not easy picking (a worst moment).  
 
The fact that the primary discourse presupposes that there is a worst moment, would appear as him 
making an existential assumption, i.e. there is a worst moment, but actually this example does not fit 
within any of the form of assumptions we have mentioned above. According to Fairclough it can no 
longer be described as an existential assumption when the primary discourse tries to pass off 
something contentious as if it were uncontentious. In such cases, it becomes a non-standard 
conversational implicature. In order to make a non-standard implicature one has to break one of 
Grice’s maxims of conversation which are as follows: 
 
- Quantity: Give as much information, and no more information than is in the context. 
- Quality: Try to speak the truth 
- Relevance: Be relevant 
      -     Manner: Be clear. 
 
When one breaks on of these maxims it can suddenly become very unclear to the reader what is fact, 
and what is the primary discourse’s personal opinion. 
 
Other examples of these sorts of pregnant assumptions are to be found on line 42 in Dipping his Toe 
into Disaster, where it says: part of what dogged Bush was long-standing traits. This assumption is 
triggered by the word part, i.e. how can there be a part of something if it does not exist? Thus the 
seemingly existential assumption here is that: A) something dogged Bush and B) that long-standing 
traits was part of it. This sentence is difficult to classify as one of the three abovementioned 
subcategories of assumptions. On one hand it could be seen as a existential assumptions as it 
presupposes the existence of something/some things that dogged Bush, which again leads us back to 
what we described as a problematic scenario in the paragraph above, i.e. when a claim is put forth as 
an existential assumption - e.g. by. a journalist - that does not correspond with the basic assumptions 
of the general public, thus breaking with the maxims of Grice’s model of conversation. In this 
instance, for example, it may be true that a great many people, most likely especially democrats, do 
share the assumption that Bush was in fact dogged by something, but one must also acknowledge 
that a many republicans would find this claim to be at least open to discussion. 
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The sentence contains yet another dubious example of what would appear to be an existential 
presupposition, as it assumes that Bush has long-standing traits (reluctance to ask public for 
sacrifice, which is presented as an existential assumption – it is indisputable whether or not Bush has 
these traits). By presenting claims such as: Bush was dogged by long-standing traits, the primary 
discourse moves the focus of the discussion a level up, i.e. the discussion does no longer concern 
whether Bush was dogged, or did something wrong but rather why he was dogged/what he did 
wrong, i.e. that he was dogged is not up for discussion, but whether it was because of his long-
standing traits, or something else can be discussed.  Again we will argue that there has been a breach 
of Grice’s maxims as both the maxim of quality and of manner can be said to have been breached, 
i.e. the implicitness of the statement may not be entirely clear to the reader (manner) and what is 
implicitly presented as fact, is in fact based on subjective opinions (quality). If we look at this in 
connection with the introduction we made to existential assumptions, and the pitfall of these, the 
conclusion is that it would be arbitrary for us to question basic existential assumptions, such as 
whether or not there was in fact a man called George Bush, or whether or not there was a week last 
week. Although the pitfall, and a interesting aspect, arises when the primary discourse, as 
exemplified in the abovementioned sentences, has tried to “slip” in things disguised as existential 
assumptions, thus presenting as fact what cannot be expected to be commonly acknowledged by the 
general public. 
 
In Person of the Year on line 17, we can find another interesting example containing several of the 
above presuppositions. Namely where it speaks of his historic gamble. Here the primary discourse 
uses the definitive pronoun his to signal an existential assumption i.e. that he has in fact made a 
historic gamble. It further makes the propositional assumption that this historic gamble not only 
exists but is also paying off. We would argue that this is in fact a non-standard conversational 
implicature as it breaks with the maxim of quality. Perhaps many would agree that Bush has made a 
gamble, but others would argue that he has simply e.g. made a series of mistakes. Furthermore it 
cannot, when one takes into account the relatively large opposition to the war, be assumed that it is 
the general feeling or assumption among the public that this gamble is in fact beginning to pay off.  
 
As mentioned above, there is another type of assumptions called: The logical implicatures. These are 
defined as implicit meanings which can be logically inferred from features of language. (Fairclough, 
2003:60). In Dipping his Toe into Disaster,  an obvious logical implicature can be found on line 72-
74, where it says that it’s appropriate to save people with helicopters, but it can’t be done to the 
exclusion of everything else. This sentence is an indirect way for the secondary discourse, which is in 
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this case a statement from the republican congressman Bobby Jindal, to make the logical implication 
that everything else has been excluded. In addition, a value assumption is included using can’t in 
order to express a judgement of undesirability of exclusion of everything else. 
 
In Person of the Year on line 22 there is also an example of logical implication where it says that 
there won’t be another September 11th. The fact that there can be another September 11th, logically 
implies that there has been at least one before. This example is further interesting, because the use of 
the term September 11th has an implicit assumption of the reader understanding that the primary 
discourse is not talking about the date September 11th, but rather the terrorist attack on New York on 
September 11th 2001. If he was writing about the date, the sentence would not make much sense, and 
one would get the impression that he was hoping for the end of the world before we got to the 11th 
day of September. This sort of assumption can probably best be described as an existential 
assumption, because it assumes that September 11th is something more than a date. It assumes the 
existence of an ambiguous expression that refers to a specific event. One could also argue that he is 
making a standard conversational implicature, as one can not really argue that the primary discourse 
is breaking any of Grice’s maxims in this example when one considers who the expected readers are. 
However, had the text been written for e.g. children or people from underdeveloped countries, one 
could easily argue that the maxim of quantity and relevance had been broken as these person would 
not necessarily know what September 11th referred to. In such case the primary discourse would 
have to explain that he was in fact referring to a specific event rather than a date.  
 
The last type of assumption, standard conversational implicature, like non-standard conversational 
implicatures, is founded on Grice’s model for conversation and is basically the complete opposite of 
this i.e. when one does not break any of the maxims. Fairclough does not spend much time and 
space dealing with this type of assumption, as he finds the other types more interesting (Fairclough 
2003:60), and according to him, Grice’s maxims are only really interesting once they are broken. In 
order to make a simple explanation, Fairclough uses the example of a man who asks: Is there 
anything to see in Lancaster? From this question one would gather that his man does not know very 
much about Lancaster. The reason for this conclusion is that we assume he has not breached the 
maxim of quality i.e. that he does not in fact know a great deal more about Lancaster than he is 
letting on. Why Fairclough finds this type of assumption uninteresting is perhaps that it only 
assumes what is taken as given, similarly to the existential assumptions. If people always adhered to 
the maxims of Grice’s model it would be nearly impossible to use the media to manipulate, as one 
would have to stick to strict rules of truth, relevance and clarity.  
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On line 39 Dipping his Toe into Disaster there is another example wherein the definitive pronoun his 
is used to signal an existential assumption in the noun phrase: his errors. It is difficult to determine 
whether this can be perceived to be either an existential assumption, standard coversational 
implicature or a non-standard implicature, because of the breach of the maxim of quality. The 
pivotal matter is whether it is debatable that George Bush has made errors. When looking at the 
whole sentence from which these words were taken, we see that it raises the question of whether it is 
necessary for Bush to confess his errors, thus presupposing that Bush has made errors. However, for 
people to even have this discussion, they would have to first agree with the assumption that Bush has 
in fact made errors. Although this may be discussable, our conclusion here is that it most likely is an 
existential assumption since very few people probably would argue that Bush has never made any 
errors. When concluding this, we therefore assume that this is a generally acknowledged fact 
amongst the public, and that none of the maxims of Grice’s model have been broken in writing this 
particular sentence. 
 
In the section above we have seen how one can disclose the hidden agendas and ideological beliefs 
of a text by analysing its presuppositions. It is evident in the chapter above that we have been able to 
see how the primary discourses of the two texts, often have included their own subjective beliefs as 
presuppositions, i.e. they have assumed that their personal opinions correspond with the general 
perception of the broad public. There are places where the primary discourses have made explicit 
value assumptions through the use of negatively or positively charged words or phrases, but just as 
often, if not more often, the presuppositions have been disguised as being indisputable facts. In many 
cases this has moved the focus of the discussion e.g. in the discussion of what dogged Bush where 
the non-standard conversational implicature (disguised as an existential assumption) that something 
did in fact dog Bush, moves focus from the discussion of whether or not Bush did something wrong, 
to a discussion of what he did wrong. What has been most noteworthy in this chapter is arguably the 
fact that both primary discourses have in fact employed most of the abovementioned types of 
presuppositions, but to completely different results i.e. the ideologies contained within the respective 
sets of presuppositions are as different as can be, although the methods for making them are similar. 
This is also interesting seen in connection with our problem definition, as the presupposed values 
and ideologies stand as clear representatives of a change in discourse from Dipping His Toe Into 
Disaster to Person Of The Year. 
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After having concluded our analysis of presuppositions we now turn to media discourse, where we 
will be looking further into things that relate specifically to the media discourse as opposed to, say, 
literature and conversation. 
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9. MEDIA DISCOURSE 
As mentioned above we have chosen to include this chapter on media discourse, as we found it 
interesting and relevant to say something about how the representer (writer/primary discourse) of a 
text could include implicit ideologies through the way he presented and quoted the representee (the 
person written about/secondary discourse). 
 
According to Fairclough the way secondary discourse is interpreted is to a large extent determined 
by the way it is contextualized in primary discourse (Fairclough, 1995A:55). This means that the 
way the general public come to perceive the person represented in the article, often has a great deal 
to do with the way the representer chooses to use the reprensentee’s quotes, and in what context.  In 
order to better understand the dynamic interrelationship between primary and secondary discourse, 
Fairclough has five parameters to help us with an analysis:  
 
Mode 
Boundary maintenance 
Situationality 
Stylisticity 
Setting  
 
In the following we have chosen to focus on two of them (Mode and Setting) because they were the 
most applicable to the two articles on George Bush. In the following all five parameters will be 
briefly explained, and mode and setting will be applied to the two articles with special focus on the 
influence they have on the overarching discourse on George Bush.  
 
 
9.1 Mode 
Fairclough distinguishes here Direct Discourse (DD) and Indirect Discourse (ID)  
Direct Discourse meaning, the use of direct quotations with a 1st or 2nd person pronoun e.g. he 
replies, I think over the holidays it’ll sink in (Person Of The Year line 13-14). Direct Discourse can 
be converted into Indirect Discourse in a number of ways: 
 
1) By subordination of the secondary discourse in the form of a that-clause to the ‘reporting 
clause’  
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2) By a shift from 1st and 2nd person pronouns to 3rd person pronouns 
3) Shift of deictic 
4) ‘Back shift’ of tense 
 
(Fairclough, 1995A:59) 
 
The two types of discourses mentioned above are often used separately, but are just as often merged 
into what is called Direct Discourse with Slipping (DD(S). This means that a sentence that starts out 
as being ID can suddenly slip into DD by using a direct quote and quotation marks, and by shifting 
from 3rd person to 1st  person pronouns. Below are examples of all three types of discourse, ID, DD 
and DD(S): 
“I’ve had a lot going on, so I haven’t been in a very reflective mood” says the man who… (Person 
Of The Year line 10) is an example of DD. There is a direct quotation, with a 1st person pronoun. 
This can be changed into ID e.g. The man who…said that he had had a lot going on so he hadn’t 
been in a very reflective mood. It is ID because shifts have been made between 1st person (I) to 3rd 
person (he) and back shift of tense (have had - had had and haven’t been – hadn’t been). 
Furthermore the direct quote of the secondary discourse has been replaced by a that-clause I’ve had 
a lot going on is replaced by; that he had had a lot going on. 
The man who… said that he had had a lot going on so he hadn’t been “in a very reflective mood” is 
an example of how it is possible to slip between modes. This sentence is an example of ID to begin 
with, but the quotation marks around in a very reflective mood thereby marking that it is a direct 
quote, makes it ‘slip’ into being a DD(S).  
 
The next question is why reporters would choose to use these different types of discourse and how, 
or if, they have been used in the articles on Bush. 
According to Fairclough, DD (or DDS) can be used for a number of reasons, depending on how the 
primary discourse wishes to be associated with the secondary discourse. Thus DD is often used 
when: 
 
1) The secondary discourse is important, dramatic, pithy, witty, etc. 
2) The secondary discourse emanates from an authoritative source 
3) The representer wishes to associate with, or distance from, the secondary discourse – a 
common motivation for “slipping” 
4) The reporter has ample space assigned  
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(Fairclough, 1995A:56) 
 
Fairclough points out that ID, as opposed to DD, is notoriously ambivalent as to what it represents, 
and therefore seldom determinable. It may represent the actual words used by the representee, or it 
may represent a transformation that better suits the ideology of the represented. This means that 
wherever ID is used, there will be some level of uncertainty as to the relation between the primary 
and secondary discourse, partly because it can be difficult to see how much of what is written is 
actually the ideas of the primary or secondary discourse.  
 
Mode in the two articles 
Already in the first paragraph of Dipping His Toe Into Disaster there are two examples of DD: 
“Brownie you’re doing a heck of a job” Said the president (line 11) and “out of the rubbles of Trent 
Lott’s house — he’s lost his entire house” cracked Bush, “there’s going to be a fantastic house. And 
I’m looking forward to sitting on the porch” (line 14-16).  Both of these are examples of how the 
primary discourse uses DD in order to distance himself from the secondary discourse. The context is 
that these quotes are presented as candidates for being what Matthew Cooper (primary discourse) 
perceives as being George Bush’s (secondary discourse) worst moment in the past week, and so it is 
clear that he do not wish to be associated with them in any way. 
 
The same applies to the: he didn’t “think anybody expected” the New Orleans levees to give way.. 
quote (Dipping His Toe Into Disaster line 7), save the fact that this is an example of DD(S).  This 
starts out as ID, using a, that-clause and referring to Bush in the 3rd person (he said, he didn’t) but it 
slips into DDS just as we are told exactly what Bush was thinking. He did not “think anybody 
expected” the levees to give way, despite the fact that this had actually been foreseen for years. By 
making a slip in discourse, and thereby directly linking the “think anybody expected” quote directly 
to George Bush, the primary discourse creates a situation where George Bush is directly quoted as 
having said something that contradicts what the article leads us to believe should be “common 
knowledge” (for a man in Bush’s position anyway). Alternatively the primary discourse could have 
just left out the quotation marks, and made it an ID all the way through without the meaning of the 
text being changed significantly, but it seems clear that the representer, in this case uses the DD with 
slipping (DDS) in order to really distance himself from the secondary discourse, by clarifying to the 
readers that the words of the quote are not just solely the thoughts of, but also the exact words 
spoken by the secondary discourse.  
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DD and DDS is also used in the Dipping His Toe Into Disaster article in a different way than the one 
mentioned above. In the fourth paragraph there is an example of DDS: The White House is very very 
slow sometimes says a former Administration official (line 26-27), and in the last paragraph there is 
an example of DD with republican congressman Bobby Jindal as secondary Discourse: the 
bureaucracy needs to do more than one thing…. (line 56-57). Both of these quotes are used in order 
to further strengthen the argument and the viewpoint of the article, which is most likely why they are 
presented as DD. Unlike the examples that featured George Bush as secondary discourse where DD 
and DDS was used for distancing primary and secondary discourse, these examples were probably 
written as DD because of what Fairclough writes about DD, as also being a tool for making the 
secondary discourse appear more authoritative and synchronised with the views of the primary 
discourse. In the Person Of The year article this form of authoritative DD is used extensively, only 
here Bush is the secondary discourse represented through the DD. The primary discourse uses DD of 
the secondary discourse all the way through the article, to illustrate the points the article is making 
about the secondary discourse, e.g. in the 4th paragraph, where the primary discourse claims that 
Bush is already seeing his gamble in Afghanistan paying off, Bush is quoted through DD for four 
lines (29-30), explaining how remarkable it was that they held elections in Afghanistan. Another 
example is in the 3rd paragraph where he explains that when you are doing great things, you rarely 
get to see the fruition. Again Bush is given a lot of space to explain and to use his own words instead 
of being restricted by the primary discourse through ID. 
 
The places where DD is used with Bush as secondary discourse in the first and the second article, 
can be clearly differentiated through the length and the context of the quotes. Thus in Dipping His 
Toe Into Disaster DD is often used in short sentences and mainly to document a connection between 
the points of critique of the primary discourse and something Bush has actually said. In Person Of 
The Year DD is used to explain and elaborate on the viewpoints and thoughts of George Bush, 
featured in the article and is not set in connection with any negative viewpoints of the primary 
discourse.   
 
As for ID, it is almost completely absent from the Dipping His Toe Into Disaster article. Matthew 
Cooper does use ID a little in the last paragraph, where he elaborates on the criticism by republican 
congressman Bobby Jindal by saying that he would like Bush to ask Colin Powell to come back to 
run the relief operation (lines 58-59). It is difficult to say why Matthew Cooper chooses to use ID 
here and not DD like he did in the previous quote by Jindal, but a guess could be that the solution 
  
51
51
Jindal offers (bringing back Colin Powell), does not correspond with the views of the primary 
discourse. Another, and quite different, guess might be that ID was in fact used in an attempt to 
merge the primary and the secondary discourse. The second guess probably corresponds better with 
the conclusion of the primary discourse: that it would be a good idea if Bush passed the buck 
(Dipping His Toe Into Disaster line 60).     
 
9.2 Boundary Maintenance 
Boundary maintenance is concerned with ID and the extent it is merged with or SIGNALLED in the 
primary discourse. With ID, as mentioned earlier, it is difficult to detect to what extent ID is the 
voice of the secondary discourse, or if it has been changed to fit with the ideology of the primary 
discourse. To determine and analyse this, one needs a full transcription of the secondary discourse’s 
interview or speech, if for example Bush had said: We must stop terror, the primary discourse could 
choose to write: We’ve got to put a stop to terrorism, says Bush. Thereby making it a SIGNALLED 
ID, because it links the quote to Bush alternatively the primary discourse, and could merge the 
opinion of the secondary discourse with that of his own by simply writing: We must stop terror, thus 
stealing the quote and making it his own. In both cases we as analyst have no clue to what extent the 
ID is SIGNALLED or UNSIGNALLED, since we do not know what Bush has actually said to begin 
with.  
 
 
9.3 Setting 
Setting is the term used to describe the ways in which the primary discourse can influence how the 
reader perceives the secondary discourse, besides the above mentioned mode. The setting is the 
build-up so to speak, in the way the secondary discourse is described and introduced to the reader by 
the primary discourse. In the Dipping His toes Into Disaster article, Bobby Jindal who speaks out 
against George Bush, and in favour of the ideologies of the primary discourse, is introduced as the 
Republican Congressman from metro New Orleans, and further down as a man who served in the 
President’s Administration. This is an example of a setting that places Bobby Jindal quite high on 
the social ladder, and presents him as a man who once worked with Bush, but now has become 
critical of what Bush does. The setting might as well just have been republican congressman, but 
then the fact that he is from New Orleans and the fact that he used to work for Bush would have 
been left out and perhaps given him less credibility. In Person Of The Year the setting of Bush is 
very elaborate and flattering, and truly gives an impression of a powerful and important person. He 
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is described as close to lounging in Armchair One, loose, lively, framing a point with his hands…as 
though he’s throwing a big idea gently across the room (line 8-9) and is furthermore described as the 
leader of the free world (line 49). This is the setting of a man you want to listen to, a powerful man 
who is yet loose and lively and full of big ideas. This is a very rich setting designed to give the 
reader a certain opinion of the secondary discourse.    
 
An example of the very opposite the sparse setting, which is to be found in Dipping His Toe Into 
Disaster. The primary discourse uses a secondary discourse that speaks out in favour of Bush on line 
39, where the secondary discourse is simply described as a Bush aide. This is not a very detailed 
setting and does not inspire much authority in the reader. A Bush aide is almost completely 
anonymous to the reader, and thus difficult to relate to in any way. By leaving out credentials and 
rank, the meaning of the words of this aide is somewhat lessened, especially compared to the former 
Administration official he is arguing with. This is another example of how the primary discourse 
uses the setting to give more or less significance to what the secondary discourses are saying. The 
former Administration official could might as well have been described as someone who disagreed 
with Bush, or was anti-Bush. But unlike the Bush aide who is solely described through his relations 
to the President, the primary discourse chooses to give him more authority, by setting him up as a 
man of status who is not only disagreeing with the Bush aide, but also a Former Administration 
official. A similar example can be found in the Person of the Year, where Bush is told that his fate 
depended on confessing his errors (line 51),  and the people who told him this, are simply introduced 
as some fellow republicans. Had they been introduced as men of political rank or importance the 
reader might have weighed they words differently but the setting: some fellow republicans is just as 
anonymous and difficult to relate to as a Bush aide. 
 
9.4 Situationality/Stylisticity 
Fairclough treats these two parameters as one, as he argues that they are closely connected and 
therefore inseparable. Stylisticity is used to measure interpersonal relations of the secondary 
discourse, and situationality is used to identify the degree to which the context of situation of the 
secondary discourse is represented (Fairclough, 1998:60) Fairclough argues that these two 
parameters are very rare, and that they are by no means necessary, which is probably why they are so 
rarely used. 
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The chapter on media discourse showed us the significant extent to which the primary discourse is 
able to influence the way his reader perceives the secondary discourse. Through the use of DD or ID 
or DD(S) the primary discourse is capable both of adding and reducing substance and importance of 
the quotes of the secondary discourse. The setting as well proved to be quite a substantial factor 
when it came to the sympathy and authority of a quote, where a lengthy and thorough setting could 
add weight and relevance to a statement, while a brief and superficial setting would often do the 
opposite. Once again all the tools available have been applied by the primary discourses, and once 
again they signal a profound change in discourse from one article to the other as they are used to 
completely different ideological purposes. Adding further to the ever-growing impression that our 
initial hypothesis was correct – as seen through these two articles anyway.  
 
Having finished the chapter on media discourse we will now try to apply all of the abovementioned 
theories to two small pieces of text taken from Dipping His Toe Into Disaster and Person of the 
Year, in order to fully demonstrate the ever-present permeate discourses of the two articles. 
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10. CONCENTRATED ANALYSIS ‘PERSON OF THE YEAR’ 
So far, we have attempted to maintain a dialectical relationship between the theory and the selected articles, 
analysing the relevant parts of the articles as the theory is explained. The level of this project requires an 
introduction to the theories we are using, so we have attempted to combine these elaborations of theory into 
our analysis. The sub-conclusions at the end of each part of the analysis are an attempt at making the 
different sections of analysis refer back to our initial hypothesis. Since we still feel we need to take 
Fairclough’s theory to a higher level, we will in the following attempt to use all of the analytical tools that 
are at our disposition from Critical Discourse Analysis on two limited pieces of text. This will be done in 
order to demonstrate the internal consistency of the text through a systematic approach that will allow us to 
make a final conclusion on whether there has been a change in discourse in the time between the two 
articles, by first looking at the two articles separately and then concluding the analysis with a discoursal 
comparison. 
 
We will first look at Person of the Year and establish the direction or ideology of the discourse 
applying all the theories on one paragraph, and we have chosen the one found on lines 10-14, 
considering it to be representative for the discourse in the rest of the article.  
I've had a lot going on, so I haven't been in a very reflective mood," says the man who has just 
replaced half his Cabinet, dispatched 12,000 more troops into battle, arm wrestled lawmakers over 
an intelligence bill, held his third economic summit and begun to lay the second-term paving stones 
on which he will walk off into history. Asked about his re-election, he replies, "I think over the 
Christmas holidays it'll all sink in. 
 
In accordance with Fairclough’s guide to the descriptive level of Critical Discourse Analysis, we 
will begin with the vocabulary, first looking at the experiential values found in this paragraph. 
 
The classification scheme of the vocabulary of this article is to do with action, accomplishment and 
leadership. Bush has replaced half his cabinet, thus signalling power over his administration and a 
willingness to take action. Dispatching more troops shows that he is decisive and unwavering when 
he has made up his mind about something, in this case the war in Iraq. Furthermore, by collocating 
the listing of Bush’s achievements with the paving stones on which he will walk off into history, the 
primary discourse ends this long sentence in ideological agreement with Bush. It seems as if the 
paragraph does not contain any instances of over-wording. 
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When looking at the relational values of the vocabulary, Bush’s statement appears to contain 
euphemisms when contrasted with all the achievements presented by the primary discourse, since the 
clause of simple noun phrase a lot going on is the main clause in this sentence, while the subordinate 
clauses appear impressive in comparison to the brevity of Bush’s referral to them.  
 
Turning now to expressive values in vocabulary the sentence of interest is the one talking about 
Bush as having laid the paving stones on which he will walk off into history. This sentence contains 
subjective evaluations, as the paving stones are not really there in any existential sense, but rather 
just functions as figurative representatives of an evaluation made by the primary discourse saying 
that Bush’ actions are like paving stones that will send off into history. The fact that the term off into 
history is used, also signals an evaluation on part of the primary discourse, as it is only exceptional 
persons and actions that can walk off into history and be remembered. This could of course also be 
used as a negative statement e.g. few people do not remember Hitler, but seeing as the context here 
is that Bush has been named Person of the Year clearly signals that what he will be remembered for 
throughout history is positive.  
 
When looking at the experiential values of grammar, the type of grammatical process that can be 
found in the paragraph is declarative sentences with the order of its constituents being O, V and S in 
the first sentence and A, S, V and O. The first sentence is more interesting than the latter, since the 
post-modifier for the subject, as mentioned in the analysis of metaphors, contains five declarative 
subordinate clauses, each having a direct object as its patient. Bush is the agent in every case, 
although he is omitted by the use of ellipsis in the subordinate clauses. Nevertheless, this paragraph 
unequivocally defines Bush as a man of action, and all the accomplishments are ascribed to him. 
There an instance of an agent-less passive clause in the second sentence of the paragraph, when the 
primary discourse has asked Bush about his re-election: Asked about his re-election. The reason for 
this is probably an intention to avoid anything that might distract the readers’ attention from the 
president, who is the only person in the function of a grammatical subject as long as until line 40 in 
the article. 
 
In regards to the relational values of grammar, it can be said that the mode of the paragraph is a 
relation of interviewer and interviewee, but there are no grammatical questions to be found here. 
Fairclough states that giving information belongs to a position of power except where it has been 
asked for, but that is a rule of thumb that does not apply when interviewing Bush (Fairclough, 
1998:126). Bush may be in the role of an interviewee, but he is a very powerful interviewee, whose 
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statements are quoted and eagerly anticipated. The second quote in this paragraph shows how his 
reflections upon himself: I think…it’ll all sink in. There are no instances of relational modality   
 
Turning to expressive values of grammar, the statement made about Bush having begun to lay the 
paving stones on which he will walk into history. This is an example of how the primary discourse 
through the use of the modal verb will,  has made a high degree of commitment to the truth of the 
statement. Had he instead written e.g. on which he may walk into history the claim would have 
seemed less certain, but it is clear that it is the personal belief of the primary discourse that Bush will 
in fact walk into history.  
 
There is little doubt that the term arm wrestle is not taken from a traditional political discourse. 
Instead it is used as a metaphor that both simplifies the struggle Bush has had, and presents him as 
the stronger man. The focus is on the fact that Bush won over the lawmakers and not the contents of 
the intelligence bill, who or how many were opposed to it. This metaphor is also gentler than words 
such as ‘fought’ or ‘battled’, thereby avoiding military hyponyms. Showing Bush as the strongest 
man physically by the use of this metaphor, is obviously a reference to his political power, especially 
when considering the context this article appears in: a “Person of the Year” edition of TIME 
Magazine. 
 
Turning now to the media discourse part of our analysis, the paragraph contains two examples of DD 
I’ve had a lot going on… and I think over the Christmas holidays… . These are both examples of a 
general tendency throughout the article and of how Bush is allowed, by the primary discourse, to 
speak for himself. The setting in the paragraph is extremely rich as Bush is presented as a man who 
has done all the things that are being mentioned almost single-handedly. There is also a noteworthy 
interplay between the DD and the setting that is making the DD of Bush seem humorous and as 
signalling energy. I.e. Bush merely states that he has had a lot going on, while the setting proceeds 
by mentioning a list of things that one would normally describe as being more than just a lot. 
 
There are not many noteworthy presuppositions in the paragraph we have chosen to look further into 
here, however there are a few. The fact that the word will is used when saying that he will walk off 
into history is a propositional assumptions, i.e. an assumption of what will be the case. By writing it 
this way, the primary discourse does not leave room for any discussions of whether or not Bush will 
in fact go into history or not, i.e. the fact of the matter is that it is the case that Bush will be a 
historically significant person. This sentence further assumes that he will do more great or 
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remarkable things. This assumption is made through the use of the words: he has already begun to 
lay the paving stones…which assumes that his work is not yet done. So the fact that he has begun 
something combined with the future prediction/assumption that he will be walking off into history 
implies that there is more to come and that what is to come will insure him a place in history. 
 
Taking into consideration all the different features of analysis that have been applied to the relatively 
short paragraph of the Person Of the Year article, it is remarkably telling the way that they all point 
towards a certain ideology within the discourse concerning George Bush. From this we now feel 
confident that it is in fact possible to talk about a positively charged discourse that is, not only 
sporadically present throughout the article but also extremely clear when focusing only on smaller 
parts of the text.  
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11. CONCENTRATED ANALYSIS ‘DIPPING HIS TOE INTO 
DISASTER’ 
 
Analysing the paragraph found in Dipping his Toe into Disaster on lines 41-45, we will again begin 
by looking at the experiential values of the vocabulary.  
 
‘Bush did begin to admit that the response was ”unacceptable.” But even when it came to enacting 
the role of Consoler in Chief, he sometimes sounded more like a quartermaster running through long 
lists of things the government was sending to the Gulf Coast, rather than empathising with people. 
That may be why the White House wheeled out his pitch-perfect wife Laura on Friday, to lend some 
genuine compassion to the moment. 
 
The ideology present in the classification scheme of the wording of the paragraph is one of mistake, 
action and compassion. When Bush did begin to admit he conceded that what he and his 
administration had done so far was “unacceptable”, and therefore a mistake. When he then tried to 
take action he again made a mistake in his judgement, by proceeding with the wrong kind of action, 
a mistake which will be elaborated further in the expressive values. According to the evaluative 
statement of the primary discourse, compassion and empathy were needed, and Bush was unable to 
provide this himself, but had to draw his wife Laura into the situation. The word quartermaster is 
taken out of its context and applied to Bush, presenting him as supplier of material goods instead of 
the empathy that is expected, and Consoler in Chief is yet another term that is drawn from a different 
discourse. 
 
The relational value of the vocabulary is expressed by the titles Bush is given, but instead of looking 
at the different discourses that the words Consoler in Chief or quartermaster come from, we will 
here look at what they indicate in terms of the relationships between the participants in the 
paragraph. They seem to indicate that Bush is considered to be some sort of a leader, but his 
authority is reduced, particularly by the term quartermaster. Bush’s failure to provide the necessary 
consolation, has degraded him from being Commander in Chief to a man in charge of clothing and 
subsistence for his troops, and the relation that the primary discourse puts to show is therefore one of 
a reduced respect. When Laura Bush is mentioned she is wheeled out, and although it will be 
mentioned further when looking at metaphors in the paragraph, it can also be explained as a 
euphemistic expression. Instead of accusing the White House of taking advantage of the first lady 
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and use her as a tool of compassion when George Bush was unable to, the primary discourse uses 
sarcasm. 
 
 
Looking at expressive values of vocabulary there are quite a few in this paragraph. Unacceptable is 
the first word with expressiveness in this paragraph. It is used to describe the relief operation, and 
even though it is written as a quote of Bush, it corresponds well with the overarching ideology of the 
text and with the subjective values otherwise signalled by the primary discourse. Laura Bush is 
described as being pitch perfect and as being able to lend some genuine compassion as opposed to 
Bush, who did not seem to could be empathising with the people of New Orleans. The use of the 
word genuine is very expressive as it signals a subjective opinion about how Bush has handled the 
situation, and about how Laura Bush will be able to do in comparison. 
 
The experiential values of grammar will again require us to look at the grammatical process, and in 
this case the first sentence is a declarative sentence with the constituents S, V and O. This makes it 
an action sentence, but Bush does not quite complete the action he begins, he only did begin to 
admit. The following section on relational values of grammar will elaborate on what this implies. 
However, continuing with the grammatical process, the second sentence seems to negate the small 
concession made in the first sentence. Beginning with the word But, we begin to expect a contrast 
which is made up of the following constituents: But even when it came to enacting the role of 
Consoler in Chief (A), he (S) sometimes (A) sounded (V) more like a quartermaster…(C). The 
action that Bush performs in this sentence, is made into an attribution which Cooper presents as 
being inadequate by adding what he feels should have been done instead: rather than empathising 
with people. Regardless of the positive aspect of Bush’s actions, they are being negated by the 
primary discourse when they are wrapped in such an attribution of inadequacy. The final sentence 
begins with the cataphoric relative pronoun That, explaining why Laura Bush was drawn into the 
situation. The agent in the first two sentences is Bush, but the last sentence has the White House as 
the agent and Laura Bush as the patient, thereby indicating that it is not her own initiative that makes 
her step forward to lend some compassion. The positive aspect of this particular action is also 
reduced, not only by the sarcasm contained, but also by the fact that it is not an action ascribed to 
Bush personally, but to the White House. 
 
  
60
60
Looking at relational values of grammar in this paragraph there is an interesting use of modality that 
says a great deal about the ideology of the text, where it says that Bush did begin to admit. We 
mention in the paragraph on media discourse how Bush admitting to his mistakes further strengthens 
the argument of the primary discourse, still Cooper does not seem prepared to just let Bush admit to 
his mistakes. Instead he presents Bush’ acknowledgement of his mistakes through a substantial 
degree of modality. This is achieved by the used of did begin to instead of saying, e.g. that he simply 
admitted. The reason for doing this may be that simply admitting that one has done something 
wrong, is normally perceived as a positive feature which does not correspond with the article’s view 
of George Bush. By writing that Bush did begin to admit, signals that he was somewhat reluctant to 
do so, which is rather perceived as a negative feature (not being able to admit to one’s faults). The 
primary discourse uses a modality of something good, to make it seem as a somewhat objectionable 
feature, thus presenting Bush in a negative way that is in tune with the general discourse of the 
article.   
 
Turning now to expressive values of grammar, there are several examples of the primary discourse 
having omitted the modality of his statement, in order to make them seem more truthful and certain. 
…that the response was “unacceptable” is an example of this. Had he instead chosen to write …that 
the response may have been unacceptable,  it would have implied a significantly lesser degree of 
certainty, as is the example where it says: that may be why the White House…in this example we are 
presented with a degree of uncertainty. The reason for this could be that bringing out Laura Bush is 
in fact a rather smart tactical move, and that the primary discourse may not want to connect this kind 
of tactical insight directly with George Bush. Instead he uses a modal verb signalling a strong degree 
of uncertainty, i.e. this may be why she was brought forth but it may as well have been for other 
reasons. The fact that the primary discourse uses the term wheeled out to describe how Laura Bush 
was brought into play also says something about how the situation was perceived by the writer. This 
brings us to the metaphor part of our analysis. 
 
To be wheeled out is not a word you would normally use when describing a president’s wife being 
involved in the relief work at a national crisis. To be wheeled out sounds more like something from a 
parade or something you would do to an inanimate object without a will of it’s own. By using this 
metaphor, the primary discourse makes the whole situation seem absurd, as one can not help 
thinking of Laura Bush as some witless puppet that has been stuck away in the closet, but is wheeled 
out whenever George Bush is in trouble. This paragraph furthermore contains two metaphors that are 
both used to describe the way George Bush appeared, when he tried to console the nation. The first 
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metaphor is Consoler in Chief which is used to describe the role Bush tried to fill, but could not. 
This is not an actual term but rather a metaphorical play on Commander in Chief, meaning the 
person in charge of the consoling. The other metaphor, quartermaster is taken from a military 
discourse and signals something not very empathetic and impersonal, which is used to describe the 
way Bush acted. I.e. instead of acting like the consoling, powerful father-figure of the nation, he 
acted like a military man reading lists aloud in a pressroom.  
 
Having concluded the experiential, expressive and relational values of grammar and vocabulary, we 
now turn to media discourse. 
 
In this paragraph there is just one very brief example of quotation which has already been mentioned 
– the “unacceptable” quote. This is an example of DD(S) where the primary discourse begins with 
ID but then slips into DD. In this case DD(S) it most likely used in order to emphasize that George 
Bush is in fact aware that what he has done is unacceptable. By quoting him directly saying this, 
further strengthens the overarching argument of the whole article, as it is more difficult to disagree 
with the fact that Bush has done something wrong, when Bush himself acknowledges it. The setting 
of this paragraph is mainly directed at Bush and is quite immense. It is however also rather negative 
and adds the general sense of the setting throughout article that Bush is incompetent, and does not 
fully understand the seriousness of the situation.  
 
In accordance with the rest of the article, the paragraph we have chosen to analyse more 
concentrated, also contains presuppositions that support the general ideological discourse. In the first 
sentence, wherein Bush admits that the response was “unacceptable”, there is what appears to be an 
existential assumption, as this way of putting it assumes that it is commonly acknowledged that the 
response was in fact unacceptable. Whether or not this is true, or if one could argue that the maxim 
of quality had been breached, thus making it a non-standard conversational implicature, is very 
difficult to determine. Nevertheless, it is obvious that assuming that it is a commonly acknowledged 
fact that the response was unacceptable, corresponds much better with the ideology of the text, than 
assuming that it was not a fact. The other presupposition made in this paragraph is a value 
assumption. Laura Bush is wheeled out to lend some genuine compassion. This sentence not only 
assumes that Laura Bush will be able to lend genuine compassion, but it also implies that the 
compassion George Bush tried to show was in fact not genuine. I.e. this is part propositional 
assumption: it is the case that: Laura Bush will be able to lend some genuine compassion and part 
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value assumption: the reason that Laura has to be wheeled out is that George Bush could not lend 
genuine compassion.   
 
Having made a deeper analysis of Dipping his Toe into Disaster, we now feel equipped to draw the 
conclusion that there (as was the case with Person Of The Year) is a clear and definable ideology of 
the discourse in the article. In Dipping his Toe into Disaster the discourse on George Bush is of 
negative character as opposed to the one found in Person Of The Year. From this we are now able to 
conclude the following.    
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12. CONCLUSION 
Our introductory hypothesis has been surprisingly consistent with the results we have come up with, 
since we have indeed found a strong variation in the language of the two articles. Thinking of the 
two articles in terms of snapshots that are the condensation of a frozen moment belonging to the time 
in which they were written, it is evident that the linguistic discourse regarding George W. Bush jr. 
has changed.  
 
The choice of vocabulary in Person of the Year displays both the positive perceptions of the primary 
discourse, the opinions presented and a relation of respect to Bush. The use of grammar 
demonstrates an equally appraising attitude, showing how all achievements are ascribed to Bush, 
making him personally responsible for achieving that which the article presents as political victories.  
 
In opposition, Dipping his Toe into Disaster contains a vocabulary where the perceptions of the 
primary discourse are shown by speaking of how the events appeared absurd. There words criticising 
Bush, and his administration, for what he has and has not done are plentiful, and the tone is one of a 
desire to replace Bush rather than respect his authority. The personal focus found in both articles is 
why they are grammatically similar, meaning that the critique is written with a grammatical process 
that is parallel to the positive article, thus again making Bush personally responsible, but this time he 
is presented as causal element for mistakes, misery and misreckoning. 
 
The use of the media-discursive tools in Person of the Year and Dipping his Toe into Disaster also 
correspond well with our initial hypothesis. In Person of the Year the primary discourse uses DD 
consistently throughout the article, and grants the secondary discourse (George Bush) with a 
significant amount of space for articulating his opinions without interference from the primary 
discourse. The setting made by the primary discourse in Person of the Year is well in tune with the 
general ideology of the article, as the setting surrounding George Bush is quite flattering, while the 
setting surrounding his opponents is somewhat sparse. In Dipping his Toe into Disaster however, 
setting is used in a contrastive, as setting surrounding the people supporting George Bush is almost 
non-existent, while his opponent s are amply introduced. Besides this, ID is often used in Dipping 
his Toe into Disaster, which belittles George Bush’ authority as he is not allowed by the primary 
discourse to express himself, and DD is only used when the primary discourse wishes to make 
certain that he himself is not in any way associated with the content of the quotes in question. 
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When looking at the assumptions contained within these articles, one is once again confronted with a 
significant piece of evidence for the change that the discourse on George Bush has undergone from 
the time before Hurricane Katrina to the time after. The presuppositions made in Person of the Year 
generally implie a sense of righteousness and positive determination about the character and actions 
of George Bush presidency. In Dipping his Toe into Disaster the ideological direction of the 
assumptions has taken a U-turn. In this article the assumptions concerning values and the non-
standard implicature are all negatively charged and all designed to support a discourse that is 
presenting Bush in a different way than the successful-man-of-action-way in which he was presented 
in Person of the Year. 
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13. FURTHER PERSPECTIVES OF THE PROJECT 
Given the limited amount of time and the vastness of the subject, there are, as we have mentioned, 
many aspects of Critical Discourse Analysis theorised and operationalized by Norman Fairclough 
that we have not dealt with in this project. Should one proceed with this topic on a higher level, e.g. 
in an MA dissertation, there are additional aspects of the theory that would be interesting to examine. 
First of all, it would be interesting to employ the entire Critical Discourse Analysis theory from 
Power and Language, to the extent possible, on the two articles. Furthermore it would be relevant to 
discuss and analyse the power relations between the media and the general public, thereby 
attempting to find out to what extent the media influences or is influenced by the public, and 
similarly to investigate what the relationship is between the media and politics. Out of the many 
topics available, the role of the media in a democratic society is one of notable importance. Is the 
media a ‘watchdog’ that keeps an eye on politicians and informs the public of what the electorate 
spends their tax-money on? Or is it a reflection of public interests, constantly affecting and being 
affected by the currents of opinion found between members of the general public? 
 
Fairclough writes that one of the reasons for formulating the theory of Critical Discourse Analysis is 
to help increase consciousness of how language contributes to the domination of some people by 
others, because consciousness is the first step towards emancipation (Fairclough,1998:1). The 
consciousness and application of Critical Discourse Analysis makes it possible to pinpoint exactly 
which constituents of any text form the underlying message, which in its most basic form is either 
positive or negative.   
 
As we have demonstrated through our application of Fairclough’s theories in this project, producers 
of texts have several grammatical and vocabulary tools they can use to add implicit meanings and 
ideological assumptions to their texts, and their creation, nurturing and acceptance would be possible 
areas of future investigation. We wonder whether e.g. reporters or any other contributors to a 
discourse would write negative critique or positive appraisal, unless they believe that what they 
imply and assume is in fact the opinions of the general public? How much power does the press 
really hold over the recipients of their media products? Would a writer from, say, TIME Magazine, 
no matter how many tools and implicit meanings he used, for instance be able to convince people of 
something that was not – at least to a certain degree – socially accepted? Would he for example be 
able to convince people that Hitler was in fact a good man, who had done nothing wrong? The 
question here is whether or not the media has the power to really alter what and how people think, or 
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if they merely have the power to reinforce paradigms that already exist in society. Would Matthew 
Cooper for example have been able to write an article as critical of George Bush as Dipping His Toe 
Into Disaster, had it been a few weeks after September 11th? And if yes, what type of impact would 
it have made on the general public at the time, would it at all have changed they way they saw Bush? 
Or is it in fact inconceivable that such an article could be written at that time, as it would differ too 
much from the general opinion? Is it only relevant because there is a general opinion among the 
public that Bush has mishandled the situation? Or is the opinion general because of the media?  
 
In connection with this it would also be interesting to investigate other articles Matthew Cooper has 
written about George Bush. A small quantitative analysis would be interesting in order to see 
whether his personal opinion actually changed, or if the events following Hurricane Katrina simply 
made it possible for him to vent the critical opinions that he already held. In regards to the positive 
article by Nancy Gibbs and John F. Dickerson, it likewise would be interesting to investigate more 
of their work, to note whether they were positive before Bush’s bullhorn moment in New York, and 
whether this has changed during the current plummeting in the popularity of the President. On this 
note it should be mentioned that a problematic aspect is the editorial line of the magazine, since a 
reporter for TIME Magazine obviously cannot simply write personal opinions without consideration 
of his employer’s image, the risk of losing advertisers and even more importantly, readers. However, 
Fairclough’s theory on experiential values should make it possible to find negative viewpoints in a 
seemingly positive text, and analysing an article that contains two opposing ideologies would be an 
interesting subject of investigation.  
 
Another thing that would be interesting to look at is how the size of the publication influences the 
discourse it represents or contains. It could be argued that one of the world’s most popular 
magazines such as TIME Magazine or other international publications have a certain obligation in 
terms of its content, and the way this is presented that limit them digressing very far from a 
mainstream content. Hence, a paradoxical relation appear between the media-thirsty public and the 
ready supply of news stories, political analyses and observations, since the popularity of the 
magazine is dependent on news that the public demands, but the public must already have some 
familiarity with the topic. If the idea of blaming Bush for something comes out of the blue and the 
readers are not expecting such news, it would probably only appear in certain small magazines with 
a narrow and specialised target audience where that type of news is expected.  
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We conclude that Dipping His Toe Into Disaster is quite critical of George Bush, but it is 
presumably because other contributors to discourse such as television or daily newspapers have 
initiated the avalanche resulting in the reaction in TIME Magazine. On the other hand, it is also very 
possible that the negative opinion was less direct before TIME Magazine began writing about it, but 
because of its impact and influence enabled smaller newspapers to use vocabulary they would not 
otherwise use, thus blaming Bush himself instead of criticising the mayor of New Orleans or the 
White House. 
 
Thus, in order to follow up on the project, an investigation of several discourse participants could 
help to throw some light over how the negative discourse developed over time, and whether there 
e.g. is a surge of negative articles on Bush in daily newspapers after e.g. TIME Magazine writes a 
negative article on Bush. 
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14. ENGLISH SUMMARY 
The aim of this project has been to take a closer look at how the discourse on George W. Bush 
appears in TIME Magazine, and how or if this discourse has changed after Hurricane Katrina. It has 
been our initial hypothesis that there has in fact been a change in the discourse concerning George 
W. Bush jr. in the American media. The basis for this hypothesis has been various Danish and 
American newspaper articles, as well as what we have been able to gather from e.g. TIME Magazine 
and watching American news-shows on television. In order to detect and examine whether this 
change has occurred at all, and just as importantly, how it is manifested in the articles, we have 
chosen to use Norman Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis as the theoretical tools for enquiry 
and analysis into these ideological changes of discourse. We have applied his theories to two articles 
taken from TIME Magazine, namely Person of the Year (December 27th, 2004) and Dipping his Toe 
into Disaster (September 6th, 2005), of which we in fact only use part of the former article.  
 
The reason why we have limited ourselves to less than two full articles is that it quite early became 
clear to us, just how complicated and intricate working with Critical Discourse Anaysis was, and that 
it would be much too immense a task, if we were to attempt to make a quantitative analysis in 
addition to the qualitative that we were doing. And this was indeed one of our initial discusions: 
would a qualitative analysis concerning less than two full articles really be able to tell us anything 
about a discourse that concerns an entire nation? After having given this question much 
consideration we have come to the conclusion that our two articles do not present bulletproof 
evidence of a change in discourse, but that they can however be used as representations of snapshots 
from a moment in time, and that we are therefore able to relate them to our hypothesis which we 
initially established as a result from an unsystematic reading a great amount of other articles. The 
fact that they occur in TIME Magazine also says a great deal, since TIME Magazine is not a small 
politically biased magazine but a global publication that is trying to reach a vast amount of readers 
whose opinions can be both for and against Bush. 
 
Our approach to the analysis originates from the process of doing Critical Discourse Analysis as 
presented by Fairclough in Language and Power. Here Fairclough deals with three stages of 
discoursal analysis, wherefrom we, in this project, have chosen mainly to focus on one of these 
stages. The stages are called descriptive, interpretative and explanatory, but since our project is a 
solely linguistic-based project we found it relevant only to deal with the descriptive part of the 
analysis as it was the only stage of analysis that was, more or less, 100% rooted in the texts. Besides 
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the descriptive stage, however, we have also chosen to focus on presuppositions, which are part of 
the Interpretive stage, which is similarly to the descriptive stage rather closely rooted in the text 
itself and because we believe that it can help give us a broader understanding of the implicit values 
and ideologies contained within the texts. In addition to these theoretical features taken from 
Language and Power, we have chosen to include some theory on media discourse and how the 
relationship between primary and secondary discourse (presenter and presentee) can influence the 
way the reader peceives the message of the article. The relevance of this theory is caused by the type 
of texts we are dealing with, since the theory on media discourse found in Fairclough’s book: 
Critical Discourse Analysis (1995) is developed with the purpose of being applied to newsmedia 
texts. 
 
Now that we have summarized what we have done, we will give a brief summary of what the 
Critical Discourse Analyses had to tell us about our problemdefinition. Below is a small excerpt of 
some of the points and conclusions that we found to be the most interesting and relevant for our first 
hypothesis.  
 
The abovementioned descriptive stage is by Fairclough divided into 3 sub-stages: 
 
      -    The experiential values of vocabulary and of grammar 
- The relational values of vocabulary and of grammar 
- The expressive values of vocabulary and of grammar 
 
Each of these stages has something different to disclose about the implicit or explicit ideology of the 
articles and about the discourse as a whole. The experiential values showed how the primary 
discourse had experienced that which he reports. Here the grammatical use of active and passive 
sentences was applied ideologically in order to e.g. make Bush seem weak, passive and directly 
responsible for the actions criticized. Also the use of overwording was found to be most relevant as 
this helped divulge the overarching ideology of the text. The relational values were used to comment 
on the hierarchy and relations within society. The most interesting and telling aspects of the 
Relational values were arguably the presumed relation of shared beliefs between reader and writer, 
manifested through the way Bush’ actions are either criticised (Dipping his Toe into Disaster) or 
simply presented as evidence of him being a man of action (Person of the Year). Besides this, the 
grammatical aspect of relational values showed how the use of pronouns had an effect on how the 
representees were perceived by both the writers and the reader, and the various modes of sentence 
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convey much information when determining the grammatical constituents of subject, verb and 
object. Finally we have the expressive values which concern the subjective opinion of the primary 
discourse. Here we found that the expressiveness of words with both negative and positive 
connotations were clear signposts of an ideology contained within the text but also the way in which 
modal verbs were often used or left out, in the grammatical part, in order to strengthen or weaken an 
argument.  
 
Furthermore, the analysis of presuppositions, from the interpretative stage, has also had an important 
aspect to add the final outline of the project. Working with presuppositions and trying to bring out 
the underlying and implicit ideological assumptions of the texts gave us a impression of just how big 
the difference was between the tone and discourse of the two articles.  
 
In the chapter concerning further perspectives of the project we have included some of the 
considerations, be that sociological, power-relational or journalistic, that did not fit into this 
linguistically-based project. In this chapter we question the influence of the media on the general 
public and vice versa and the importance of the size and target group of the medium in which an 
article is written when one is to examine the content.  
 
Our conclusion is in accordance with our initial hypothesis, showing that a distinctive ideological 
development can be seen when comparing the two articles. The linguistic features of Person of the 
Year are Bush-positive, both in terms of vocabulary and grammar, while the linguistic features of 
Dipping his Toe into Disaster present a discourse of opposition towards Bush and his administration. 
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15. DANISH SUMMARY 
Vi har fra projektets start antaget, at der er sket en ændring i diskursen vedrørende George Bushs 
person og præsidentskab i de amerikanske medier, fra tiden før orkanen Katarina til tiden efter. 
Denne antagelse er sket på baggrund af henholdsvis artikler om de amerikanske medier og ud fra det 
indtryk vi selv har fået ved at læse artikler fra de amerikanske medier. Gennem kritisk diskurs 
analyse af to artikler fra TIME Magazine (en fra før orkanen Katarina og en fra efter) håber vi at 
kunne eksemplificere og påvise denne diskursive ændring samt at beskrive hvordan den analytisk 
kan blotlægges. Vi vil arbejde ud fra Norman Faircloughs kritiske diskurs analytiske teori og 
derigennem se på hvordan det gennem brugen af enkelte ord, grammatiske virkemidler og 
intertekstuel kohærens er muligt at ændre en diskurs. 
   
 
 
  
73
73
16. APPENDIX A: DIPPING HIS TOE INTO DISASTER 
Dipping His Toe Into Disaster 
Slow, awkward and at times tone-deaf, Bush mishandled the storm's first days. Now he has his own 
recovery problem 
By MATTHEW COOPER,  Tuesday, Sep. 06, 2005 
It isn't easy picking George Bush's worst moment last week. Was it his first go at addressing the 5 
crisis Wednesday, when he came across as cool to the point of uncaring? Was it when he said that he 
didn't "think anybody expected" the New Orleans levees to give way, though that very possibility 
had been forecast for years? Was it when he arrived in Mobile, Ala., a full four days after the storm 
made landfall, and praised his hapless Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) director, 
Michael D. Brown, whose disaster credentials seemed to consist of once being the commissioner of 10 
the International Arabian Horse Association? "Brownie, you're doing a heck of a job," said the 
President. Or was it that odd moment when he promised to rebuild Mississippi Senator Trent Lott's 
house--a gesture that must have sounded astonishingly tone-deaf to the homeless black citizens still 
trapped in the postapocalyptic water world of New Orleans. "Out of the rubbles of Trent Lott's 
house--he's lost his entire house," cracked Bush, "there's going to be a fantastic house. And I'm 15 
looking forward to sitting on the porch." 
Bush seemed so regularly out of it last week, it made you wonder if he was stuck in the same White 
House bubble of isolation that confined his dad. Too often, W. looked annoyed. Or he smiled when 
he should have been serious. Or he swaggered when simple action would have been the right move. 
And he was so slow. Everyone knew on Sunday morning that Katrina was a killer. Yet when the 20 
levees broke after the storm, the White House slouched toward action. And this from a leader who 
made his bones with 9/11. In a crisis he can act paradoxically, appearing--almost simultaneously--
strong and weak, decisive and vacillating, Churchill and Chamberlain. This week he was more 
Chamberlain. 
There was no breaking off from his commemoration in Coronado, Calif., of the 60th anniversary of 25 
victory over Japan, but there were videoconference calls and the like. The White House is "very, 
very slow sometimes," says a former Administration official. Besides, members of the A team were 
on vacation: chief of staff Andy Card was in Maine; Dick Cheney was in Wyoming; even 
Condoleezza Rice was out of town, shoe-shopping in Manhattan. Many of Bush's best p.r. minds, 
including media adviser Mark McKinnon, were in Greece at the wedding of White House 30 
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communications director Nicolle Devenish. Had they been around, perhaps Bush would not have 
been accompanied only by his dog Barney when he returned from vacation in Crawford. 
Part of what dogged Bush was long-standing traits. He showed his usual reluctance to ask for 
sacrifice from Americans, and that added to the sense that he just didn't get it. While Southern 
Governors facing fuel shortages in the coming days have called on drivers to scale back use of their 35 
cars, Bush did so only as an afterthought. "We ought to conserve more," he finally said on Thursday, 
making it seem like a vague option. The same day, Bush all but spurned offers of help from allies 
because of the way it would look. "I'm sure he saw it as a sign of American weakness to be taking 
aid from other countries," says the former Administration official. A Bush aide countered that his 
boss "wasn't rejecting offers; he wasn't focused on it." 40 
Bush did begin to admit that the response was "unacceptable." But even when it came to enacting the 
role of Consoler in Chief, he sometimes sounded more like a quartermaster, running through long 
lists of things the government was sending to the Gulf Coast, rather than empathizing with people. 
That may be why the White House wheeled out his pitch-perfect wife Laura on Friday, to lend some 
genuine compassion to the moment. 45 
Of course, Bush has a history of floundering at the start of a crisis and then finding his voice. 
Handling Sept. 11 is now considered his finest hour, even though he stumbled dramatically at first. 
But last week offered no New York bullhorn moment. He can't threaten to get Katrina "dead or 
alive." The victims didn't need a photo-op gesture of reassurance so much as water, food and escape, 
plus help for the long haul. And for an Administration that has staked its reputation on fighting the 50 
war on terrorism, no one can be very encouraged by the first crisis test-drive of the Department of 
Homeland Security. What's more, while Americans might have rallied around Bush as he faced a 
foreign threat, this time the enemy is his own bureaucracy, the one that left American refugees to 
fend for themselves far longer than anybody thinks is acceptable. 
As he drove to meet the President, Bobby Jindal, the Republican Congressman from metro New 55 
Orleans, complained about aspects of the federal response: "The bureaucracy needs to do more than 
one thing at a time. It's appropriate to save people with helicopters, but it can't be done to the 
exclusion of everything else." Jindal, who served in the President's Administration, would like Bush 
to ask Colin Powell to come back to run the relief operation. Others urge Bush to rope in New York 
City's savior Rudy Giuliani. Given the President's own performance, passing the buck wouldn't be 60 
the worst thing.
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17. APPENDIX B: PERSON OF THE YEAR 
Person of the Year 
By NANCY GIBBS; JOHN F. DICKERSON 
 
Dec. 27, 2004  
Eagles rather than doves nestle in the Oval Office Christmas tree, pinecones the size of footballs are 5 
piled around the fireplace, and the President of the United States is pretty close to lounging in 
Armchair One. He's wearing a blue pinstripe suit, and his shoes are shined bright enough to shave in. 
He is loose, lively, framing a point with his hands or extending his arm with his fingers up as though 
he's throwing a big idea gently across the room.  
"I've had a lot going on, so I haven't been in a very reflective mood," says the man who has just 10 
replaced half his Cabinet, dispatched 12,000 more troops into battle, arm wrestled lawmakers over 
an intelligence bill, held his third economic summit and begun to lay the second-term paving stones 
on which he will walk off into history. Asked about his re-election, he replies, "I think over the 
Christmas holidays it'll all sink in." 
As he says this, George W. Bush is about to set a political record. The first TIME poll since the 15 
election has his approval rating at 49%. Gallup has it at 53%, which doesn't sound bad unless you 
consider that it's the lowest December rating for a re-elected President in Gallup's history. That is not 
a great concern, however, since he has run his last race, and it is not a surprise to a President who 
tends to measure his progress by the enemies he makes. "Sometimes you're defined by your critics," 
he says. "My presidency is one that has drawn some fire, whether it be at home or around the world. 20 
Unfortunately, if you're doing big things, most of the time you're never going to be around to see 
them [to fruition], whether it be cultural change or spreading democracy in parts of the world where 
people just don't believe it can happen. I understand that. I don't expect many short-term historians to 
write nice things about me." 
Yet even halfway through his presidency, Bush says, he already sees his historic gamble paying off. 25 
He watched in satisfaction the inauguration of Afghan President Hamid Karzai. "I'm not suggesting 
you're looking at the final chapter in Afghanistan, but the elections were amazing. And if you go 
back and look at the prognosis about Afghanistan--whether it be the decision [for the U.S. to invade] 
in the first place, the 'quagmire,' whether or not the people can even vote--it's a remarkable 
experience." Bush views his decision to press for the transformation of Afghanistan and then Iraq--as 30 
opposed to "managing calm in the hopes that there won't be another September 11th, that the Salafist 
[radical Islamist] movement will somehow wither on the vine, that somehow these killers won't get a 
weapon of mass destruction"--as the heart of not just his foreign policy but his victory. "The election 
was about the use of American influence," he says. "I can remember people trying to shift the 
debate. I wanted the debate to be on a lot of issues, but I also wanted everybody to clearly 35 
understand exactly what my thinking was. The debates and all the noise and all the rhetoric were 
aimed at making very clear the stakes in this election when it comes to foreign policy." 
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In that respect and throughout the 2004 campaign, Bush was guided by his own definition of a 
winning formula. "People think during elections, 'What's in it for me?'" says communications 
director Dan Bartlett, and expanding democracy in Iraq, a place voters were watching smolder on the 40 
nightly news, was not high on their list. Yet "every time we'd have a speech and attempt to scale 
back the liberty section, he would get mad at us," Bartlett says. Sometimes the President would 
simply take his black Sharpie and write the word freedom between two paragraphs to prompt 
himself to go into his extended argument for America's efforts to plant the seeds of liberty in Iraq 
and the rest of the Middle East. 45 
An ordinary politician tells swing voters what they want to hear; Bush invited them to vote for him 
because he refused to. Ordinary politicians need to be liked; Bush finds the hostility of his critics 
reassuring. Challengers run as outsiders, promising change; it's an extraordinary politician who tries 
this while holding the title Leader of the Free World. Ordinary Presidents have made mistakes and 
then sought to redeem themselves by admitting them; when Bush was told by some fellow 50 
Republicans that his fate depended on confessing his errors, he blew them off. 
For candidates, getting elected is the test that counts. Ronald Reagan did it by keeping things vague: 
It's Morning in America. Bill Clinton did it by keeping things small, running in peaceful times on 
school uniforms and V chips. Bush ran big and bold and specific all at the same time, rivaling 
Reagan in breadth of vision and Clinton in tactical ingenuity. He surpassed both men in winning 55 
bigger majorities in Congress and the statehouses. And he did it all while conducting an increasingly 
unpopular war, with an economy on tiptoes and a public conflicted about many issues but most of all 
about him. 
The argument over whether his skill won the race and fueled a realignment of American politics or 
whether he was the lucky winner of a coin-toss election will last just as long as the debates among 60 
historians over whether Dwight Eisenhower had a "hidden-hand strategy" in dealing with political 
problems, Richard Nixon was at all redeemable and Reagan was an "amiable dunce." Democrats 
may conclude that they don't need to learn a thing, since 70,000 Ohioans changing their minds 
would have flipped the outcome and flooded the airwaves with commentary about the flamboyantly 
failed Bush presidency. It may be that a peculiar chemistry of skills and instincts and circumstances 65 
gave Bush his victory in a way no future candidates can copy. But that doesn't mean they won't try. 
In the meantime, the lessons Bush draws from his victory are the ones that matter most. The man 
who in 2000 promised to unite and not divide now sounds as though he is prepared to leave as his 
second-term legacy the Death of Compromise. "I've got the will of the people at my back," he said at 
the moment of victory. From here on out, bipartisanship means falling in line: "I'll reach out to 70 
everyone who shares our goals." Whatever spirit of cooperation that survives in his second term may 
have to be found among his opponents; he has made it clear he's not about to change his mind as he 
takes on Social Security and the tax code in pursuit of his "ownership society." So unfolds the 
strange and surprising and high-stakes decade of Bush. 
    ***********The rest of the article is not part of the analysis. ************* 
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For sharpening the debate until the choices bled, for reframing reality to match his design, for 75 
gambling his fortunes--and ours--on his faith in the power of leadership, George W. Bush is TIME's 
2004 Person of the Year. 
The living room of Bush's ranch in Crawford, Texas, is a place for thinking. There are big windows 
with long views, a wall of books and on one side a table that is usually freckled with jigsaw pieces. It 
was a few days after New Year's in 2003. The President had been out clearing cedar, and Laura Bush 80 
was lying on a sofa reading, or at least pretending to. That Christmas holiday was a deep breath 
between the 2002 midterm elections and the walk-up to the war in Iraq. Karl Rove, chief strategist 
for the Bush re-election campaign, arrived at the house with his faded blue canvas briefcase in hand. 
He had come to help put together a different kind of puzzle. 
On his laptop was a PowerPoint pitch titled POTUS Presentation to project on the beige walls. It was 85 
no secret what the first piece of Bush's re-election strategy would be: to reach out to the base and 
make sure the Evangelicals, who Rove believed stayed home in 2000, came out this time. But 
appealing just to one part of one party would never produce 270 electoral votes, so Rove had 
prepared a series of slides, each with a great big goal in tall letters: BROADEN, PERSUADE, 
GROW. These were designed to show how Bush could assemble a winning majority by inspiring his 90 
party's most ardent supporters while also drawing in more typically Democratic voters, like 
Hispanics, Catholics and suburban moderates, among others. 
But before Rove could begin his song and dance, Bush cut in. "You're not the only smart guy that's 
been thinking about it," he said. "So before we get going, let me tell you what I've been thinking 
about." Bush had learned something from the midterm elections, in which he had gambled his 95 
popularity by swooping into tight races. Although the President's party usually loses ground in 
midseason, with his help the Republicans had made historic gains. That fueled Bush's faith in what 
could happen when a President resists the temptation to sit tight and instead is willing to spend 
political capital. For the 2004 campaign, Bush told Rove, he wanted to spend again to further expand 
his party's majority in Congress. Bush intended to keep doing risky and not necessarily popular 100 
things; to lead a revolution, he would need more troops. 
As for his re-election campaign, Bush told Rove, it would be all too easy to focus on just three 
things: "raising the money, running the television ads and moving around the country in the big blue 
bird." But Bush had no interest in a classic corporate Republican operation that had a lot of money 
and not much passion. The Democrats are supposed to be the party with the deep grass roots and the 105 
ardent volunteers, but in 2000 Bush had managed to draft an army that saw itself as a band of 
outsiders storming the gates. "It gave people a lot of energy and enthusiasm," he said. "We can't lose 
that. I want to leave it so that some number of years from now, people look back and say, 'You 
know, I really wasn't involved much in politics until the Bush-Cheney '04 campaign asked me to get 
involved.'" 110 
Keep to the Right 
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When the race began for real last spring, Bush had the support of 91% of Republicans and 17% of 
Democrats. This was the biggest gap in the history of the Gallup poll, and it led journalists to write 
about the Polarizing President and armchair strategists to remind the White House of the First Rule 
of Politics: once your base gets you nominated, you have to soften the edges and sweet-talk the 115 
center to get elected. Bush had honored the rule by running in 2000 as a "compassionate 
conservative," which was code for "I'm not as mean as Newt Gingrich or Tom DeLay"; by working 
with Ted Kennedy on the No Child Left Behind Act; and by diluting any claim to fiscal 
conservatism with his support for prescription-drug benefits and a bloated farm bill. But it is a sign 
of Bush's political flexibility that, when it suits him, he can reject flexibility. 120 
In his re-election year, far from becoming more accommodating, Bush seemed to do the reverse. In 
the summer of 2000 he delivered a bridge-building address to the N.A.A.C.P.; in the summer of 
2004 he snubbed the organization. Two-thirds of Americans favored extension of the assault-
weapons ban; in September he conspicuously let it die. He repeatedly offered swing voters expressly 
what they told pollsters they did not want: a multiyear commitment in Iraq, a constitutional 125 
amendment to ban gay marriage, Social Security private accounts, restricted federal funding of stem-
cell research. The most he would do is hint that radioactive Attorney General John Ashcroft wouldn't 
make it to a second Bush presidency. But even at the height of the Abu Ghraib prison-abuse scandal, 
Bush would not consider calls to dump Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld. "If you're wasting your 
time coming up with a way to recommend this, don't," he told a bunch of top aides in an Oval Office 130 
meeting. "And you make sure other people know this. This is absolutely the wrong time for this to 
be happening." 
Most voters said they were looking for a change in direction, but Bush was betting that what they 
wanted more was leadership. Through it all, the one category in which he never fell behind John 
Kerry in the polls was being a strong leader. In dangerous times, courage is a currency, so while 135 
Kerry ran on his combat record, Bush, who didn't have one, suggested that the courage that matters 
most in a politician is the political kind. "The role of the President is not to follow the path of the 
latest polls," he told voters. "Whether you agree with me or not, you know where I stand, what I 
believe and where I'm going to lead. You cannot say that about my opponent." By taking a hard line 
on divisive issues, he made character--not his record--the issue. 140 
If you go hunting for Bush's margin of victory, you won't find it among Evangelicals, who voted in 
roughly the same proportion as in the past. You'll find it among groups that traditionally don't vote 
Republican. Bush improved his standing among blacks, Jews, Hispanics, women, city dwellers, 
Catholics, seniors and people who don't go to church. His biggest improvement came in the bluest of 
regions, the corridor from Maryland up through New Jersey and New York to Massachusetts. In 145 
Kerry's home state, Bush found close to 200,000 more voters than he did in 2000. He won a majority 
of the vote in a country that a majority of voters thought was heading in the wrong direction. Since, 
according to polls, more people consider themselves conservatives than liberals, he didn't need to 
win over a majority of the voters in the middle. He just needed to convince enough to put him over 
the top. 150 
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Run as an Outsider 
During the 2000 campaign, Bush never left home without a podium. To support the promise to 
"restore honor and dignity to the White House" and combat the notion that he was a lightweight, his 
team wanted to make him look presidential whenever possible. But four years later, with the re-
election campaign under way, his imagemakers had the opposite worry. There was too much pomp, 155 
too many suits. They needed to get him out from behind the lectern and let him be a regular guy. So 
Bush went from set speeches to town-hall meetings, from suits to shirtsleeves. 
Of course, the audiences were carefully screened to admit only high-fiber Bush supporters. And on 
most nights the candidate was back home in the First Bedroom because he doesn't much like hotels. 
But the overall goal of running an outsider campaign came naturally. Bush has been President for 160 
only four years but has always been a punk at heart--the guy who in 1973 used to walk around 
Harvard during antiwar protests wearing cowboy boots and a bomber jacket, who was an outsider 
even in his own, high-achieving family (the black sheep, he once told the Queen of England). Forty-
one newspapers that endorsed Bush back when he ran as a pragmatic reformer revoked their support 
this time around. But that just made it easier; he was running against the mainstream media, and his 165 
campaign was feeding the bloggers and surfing talk radio. "You wouldn't have known that we were 
the out party," says Al From, founder of the Democratic Leadership Council, "because we defended 
the status quo on some stuff. Bush was able to sound like he was the guy who wanted to be a 
reformer and be the outsider." 
Expanding the party depended on reaching out to outsiders, the literal ones, pioneers of the new 170 
American frontiers that ring the old cities and suburbs--places like Colorado's Douglas County, 
Ohio's Delaware County and Farmwell Hunt in Ashburn, Va., which advertises itself as a place 
"where family values, engaged residents, nature, fun and safety come together to form a premier 
community." And then he went even further, to the rural communities that Presidents don't visit very 
much because of the potential inefficiencies of spending precious time on such sparsely populated 175 
locales. Bush put dozens of such communities on his itinerary, and he can still rattle off their names. 
In "Poplar Bluff, Mo.," he notes, "23,000 people showed up in a town of 16,000 people." He won 97 
of the 100 fastest-growing counties in the country--generally by a wide margin. Visiting so many 
obscure towns, Bush says in retrospect, "was an interesting strategy that really paid off." The 
President remembers a local official saying to him when he visited Marquette, Mich., "I think you 180 
will have seen 50% of the people in this area on this one trip." 
Because the strategy worked, Democrats admit they'll have to look hard at their own model, which 
focused more on turning out loyal voters than on finding new ones. "The President was freshly 
minting Republicans all over the country, while we were building the greatest turnout machine 
ever," says Kerry adviser Mike McCurry. "The moral is that I don't think you could do a better job of 185 
funding, organizing and deploying a paid get-out-the-vote effort than we did, and it's just not enough 
to beat a Republican Party that is growing." 
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Turn into the Wind 
If a central drama of the slaloming Kerry campaign was his agreeing with the last person he spoke 
to, the drama of the Bush campaign was his refusing to. "If you know me, I guess that's called 190 
stubborn," the President says. Whenever an aide comes back to him with reports of receiving a 
hostile reaction to one of his policy proposals, from bureaucrats bucking intelligence reform or 
members of Congress squealing about his budget, Bush greets the embattled aide with the same 
phrase: "You must be doing something right." A Bush adviser puts it more bluntly: "He likes being 
hated. It lets him know he's doing the right thing." 195 
People close to Bush have their theories about this. Some think he likes the cries of outrage because 
they signal that he's making tough calls, which is how he views his job description. "Part of it could 
be his faith," says an adviser. "Being persecuted is not always a bad thing." Some of it may be 
learned. He has hated the political echo chamber ever since he watched insiders he viewed as self-
preserving and backbiting carve up his father's Administration. When you're a lie-in-wait politician 200 
like Bush, who has gained so much from being underestimated, absorbing criticism toughens your 
skin and eases the wait for the coming reward. "There's no victory for Bush that is sweeter," says an 
aide, "than the one he was told he couldn't have." 
Bush admits to savoring a good fight. "I think the natural instinct for most people in the political 
world is they want people to like them," he says. "On the other hand, I think sometimes I take kind 205 
of a delight in who the critics are." He talks about how he relishes the moment when the political 
world is at his feet as he stands before Congress to deliver the State of the Union. "Sometimes I look 
through that teleprompter and see reactions," he recalls. "I'm not going to characterize what the 
reactions are, but nevertheless it causes me to want to lean a little more forward into the prompter, if 
you know what I mean. Maybe it's the mother in me." As he says that, he practically leans out of his 210 
chair, as though his antagonists were there in the room. 
So the President didn't mind taking on his campaign opponent earlier and more frequently than 
sitting Presidents are supposed to. When Bush first referred to Kerry in a campaign speech in early 
March, he was criticized for trading away the power and prestige of the office and elevating Kerry in 
the process. "His office is the coin of the realm," a Washington political veteran said at the time, 215 
"and he's squandering it." Instead of sitting back and enjoying the Rose Garden, though, Bush felt he 
had to define Kerry before the Massachusetts Senator could define himself. "He discovered in 2000 
that campaigns are choices and not referendums," says Bush's media adviser, Mark McKinnon. "You 
have to frame the choice, or your opponent will frame it for you. So unlike 2000, in 2004 he came up 
to the plate with a big bat." 220 
The piece of advice Bush ignored most diligently was the call for him to admit mistakes. It was not 
just the New York Times demanding that he apologize for alleging there was a link between Saddam 
Hussein and al-Qaeda, or Michael Moore saying he should apologize to dead soldiers' families for 
sending their kids into a war over oil. It was also a chorus of Republican wise men, like one who e-
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mailed a top White House official after a presidential press conference. "I wish he had found a way 225 
to admit a mistake. The press corps is not going to let the issue go away," the e-mailer wrote. He 
even offered Bush a script: "One mistake was my initial opposition to [establishing the Department 
of] Homeland Security. Another mistake was initial opposition to the 9/11 commission, and another 
mistake was my failure to address the problems between the FBI and the CIA." As Kerry became 
more aggressive in his criticism of Bush's Iraq policy, other Republicans said the President had to 230 
beat back the challenger's charge that Bush was out of touch. "We had to admit that we'd gotten 
some things wrong," said a senior Republican, "or we were beginning to look like we were living on 
another planet." 
The Bush camp was hearing all this and debating the price of admission. "It was one that we 
constantly talked about," says a senior White House adviser. "During Abu Ghraib, people were 235 
calling for people's heads," says another, "and the President was unwilling to just fire somebody 
because it would satisfy people." Besides, Bush thought people were basically looking for him to 
call the whole Iraq invasion a mistake, which he was not about to do. Privately, he did acknowledge 
there had been blunders, but that didn't mean it made sense to say so publicly. At the second 
presidential debate, a town-hall meeting of undecided voters, a woman called Linda Grabel asked 240 
Bush to name three mistakes he had made while in office. A part of Bush wanted to answer; his 
father had landed in trouble during a town-hall debate when he fumbled a young woman's question 
about how the national debt personally affected him. But when you are running a character 
campaign, Bush felt, you don't wring your hands. So he dodged the question, and Kerry walloped 
him for doing so. 245 
Then a funny thing happened on the way to the motorcade. Once the cameras were off, Bush went 
into the audience and tracked Grabel down. "I appreciate your question," he told her, according to an 
aide. "And I hope you appreciate my answer, because with the political climate we live in, I know it 
was not your intent to play gotcha with the President of the United States. But this is where it ends 
up. Let me just assure you, I know that I haven't done everything right." 250 
Keep Your Focus 
Bush's famous loyalty, both to people and policies without apparent regard for performance, lay at 
the heart of the demands for contrition. His critics deplored the stubbornness that often prevents him 
from stretching beyond the limits of his experience. When it comes to setting policy, they argued, 
the risks of shutting out dissent and refusing to adjust course have become increasingly clear. But 255 
when it comes to running for office, his aides felt, there was a great advantage in having a candidate 
who set a strategy and then stuck to it as well as to his team. 
Most campaigns are known for carnage and chaos. Bob Dole left staff members on the tarmac when 
he fired them. Clinton had an official campaign team and then the whole secret shadow operation of 
Dick Morris. Kerry's campaign had more layers than a baklava, and as an aide complained, "he never 260 
gave the same speech twice." In Bushland, aides didn't have to be worried that someone would go 
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around or undermine them or that they would be thrown under the bus at the first sign of trouble. 
"I've been more worried about job security in city-council races than the presidential," says 
McKinnon. "That gave us the ability to focus and do our job. I would get calls from the chief of staff 
in the middle of the campaign saying, 'Got everything you need?' That's unheard of--not to bitch or 265 
fire me but to see if I needed anything." 
It's easy to have a happy and loyal campaign team when everything's going fine. But for much of the 
spring and summer, Bush was behind in the polls, and the pundits' predictions were growing more 
dire. Undecided voters would break for Kerry. No President had won with an approval rating below 
50% so late in the campaign. More than 60% of Americans thought the country was on the wrong 270 
track. The war was a mess. It's eternally tempting for politicians to trade away principles while 
campaigning and say they will reconcile things when they win. But Bush aides insist that wasn't in 
their playbook. "Campaign meetings I was in when the President was 8 points down felt the same as 
campaign meetings when the President was 8 points up," says outgoing Republican National 
Committee chairman Ed Gillespie. In fact, Democrats admitted to feeling some envy of the Bush 275 
team's discipline. Says former Kerry campaign manager Jim Jordan: "They understand that politics 
is a game of checkers, not chess," a steady progression in one direction across the field of play. "The 
quality of your plan," says Jordan, "is not as important as the quality of your execution." 
Once re-elected, Bush had no time to lose. The two years he has before he's perceived as a lame 
duck will be the most powerful period of his presidency, given his enlarged majority in Congress 280 
and the absence of any election distractions. Bush is already the most legislatively successful 
President since Lyndon Johnson, according to the Congressional Quarterly; roughly 80% of the 
legislation he supported has passed. But his domestic goals for the second term--from Social 
Security reform to tax restructuring to deficit reduction--mirror in ambition the foreign policy 
revolution of his first. In his second term, he will need to make peace with a Congress that sees the 285 
world differently from its end of Pennsylvania Avenue. Not just Democrats but fellow Republicans 
as well carry some bruises from the first term, during which they feel they were treated like junior 
partners in everything from the fight over tax cuts to the war on terrorism. 
So it was a kinder, gentler Rove who descended on the annual G.O.P. congressional retreat at the 
Tides Inn on the Chesapeake Bay on the last day of November. As Bush told TIME, "Taking the 290 
issue [of Social Security reform] on will require a certain amount of political courage in the 
legislative body." The President's victory, Rove told the delegates, proved that voters will reward 
candidates who show guts on a tough issue like Social Security. But it was not lost on the lawmakers 
that they are the ones who will face voters in the future--some in 2006--so they pushed back. "This 
cannot be done by sheer force," says a top Republican staff member, characterizing one lawmaker's 295 
reaction to Rove. "We are not carrying the water ourselves. If you say you have political capital, 
we're ready to see you place some bets with it." Many Americans are not convinced that Bush has so 
much capital. The TIME poll found that only 33% believe he has a mandate to change Social 
Security so people can invest in private accounts; just 38% say he has a mandate to change the tax 
code. So lawmakers are demanding a major sales-and-p.r. job by Bush and a detailed plan. They 300 
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insist the President not send up vague principles and expect Congress to work out the politically 
dangerous details. 
As it happens, that kind of campaign is just what Bush had in mind. Within two weeks, he would 
have leaders from both parties up to the White House to look for common ground. The re-election 
campaign machine is being retooled. Bush will hit the road for town-hall meetings designed to prove 305 
that inaction is dangerous, to demystify the policy and to fly over the "filter" of the national media. 
Rove is working the conservative interest groups, business lobbies and think tanks to use their 
leverage to sell the public and sway lawmakers. The 1.2 million Bush campaign volunteers will be 
called into service to create public pressure on lawmakers. 
In his pursuit of a second term, Bush was just as radical as he was in his conduct of a pre-emptive 310 
war. As a politician, he showed the same discipline, secrecy and nerve he demonstrated in his 
conduct as President. So he emerges with his faith only deepened in the transformational power of 
clear leadership. Whether or not the election actually yielded a mandate for his policies, he is sure to 
claim one for his style, because he stuck to it against all odds, much advice and the lessons of 
history. And on that choice at least, the results are in. --With reporting by Mitch Frank/ New York 315 
and Douglas Waller/Washington 
 
